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Toxteth: why no ban? 


Blame for the 16 police officers injured 
in the vicious rioting that broke out during 
a march in Toxteth, Liverpool, on August 
15th must rest firmly with the senior police 
authorities of the Merseyside region. 

The march, which was organised to call 
for the sacking of Merseyside police chief 
Kenneth Oxford, was promoted by the 
Liverpool Eight Defence Committee, an 
extreme left-wing group comprised mainly 
of militant Blacks and with large numbers 
of other militants drafted into the area 
from all over the country to take part. 

It must have been obvious to the police 

authorities from the start that the organisers 
of the march were out to cause trouble and 
that the march was liable to result in ser- 
ious breaches of the peace. 
Yet incredibly the chief of police made 
no application to the Home Secretary to 
have the march banned under the Public 
Order Act. 
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An application was made in his default 
by local Tory MP Malcolm Thornton but 
this was turned down. 

And that is not all. The police on duty 
for the march were deliberately ordered to 
keep a ‘low profile, with the numbers of 
men present on the march route totally in- 
adequate while large reserves were placed 
on standby out of sight. This decision was 
apparently taken to avoid antagonising the 
marchers! 

Assembled for the march were the ab- 
solute flotsam and jetsam of humanity, 4s 
can be seen in any picture of the march 
column and by the behaviour of the mar- 
chers as they proceeded on their way 
through Toxteth. As they passed along the 
route flanked by an all too thin line of pol- 
icemen they yelled obscenities, not only at 
the policemen themselves but also at their 
wives. 

Then when certain individual constables 
were viciously attacked their colleagues 
were far too thin on the ground to give 
them adequate help and protection. The 
result was that some were seriously injured. 
One of them, PC Jones, was smashed over 
the head, kicked in the face then stabbed. 
Another, PC McQuarry, had to be detained 
in hospital with a fractured skull. A spoke- 
sman for the hospital said later that “the 
casualty department was full of policemen 
with various sorts of injuries caused by ass- 
ault.- . 

Ironically, we find ourselves agreeing 
with the main theme of the march — that 
the Chief Constable for Merseyside should 
be dismissed. 

He should be dismissed for not applying 
to the Home Secretary for a ban on the 
march in the first place, then for deploying 
his men in such a way that they were never 


TERROR AT TOXTETH 
Screaming Blacks attack police officer (top); 
PC Jones after stabbing (below) 
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present at any one spot in sufficient force 
to prevent serious injuries to themselves 
and their colleagues — or indeed to take 
the proper action to deal with the rioters, 
for, almost unbelievably, the day’s events 
resulted in only one rioter being arrested! 
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The New National Front has now made 
an application to march through Toxteth in 
company with some of its friends in British 
Movement on September 19th in support of 
the police. It will be interesting to see 
whether this application to march is gran- 
ted. 


Jobless ‘good for us’ 


We should be pleased that Britain now 


has nearly 3 million unemployed — it's. 


good for us. That, soit seems, is the view 
of at least one Government Minister. 

Trade Secretary John Biffen, speaking 
last month in East Renfrew, said that rep- 
lacement for overmanning in industry by 
unemployment constituted a “national ad- 
vantage.” Manufacturing employment, he 
said, had fallen by more than a million, or 
14 per-cent, between the end of 1979 and 
last May. “Let no-one,” he added, “supp- 
ose there is not a national advantage 
always provided the Government has the 
stamina to stick with the policy and the 
compassion to temper its sharp personal 
effects.” 

Mr. Biffen is of course talking econ- 
omic gobbledygook. If we grant that a 
number of previously overmanned indus- 
tries had to cut down on their work forces 
to become profitable, the sensible policy is 
for us to put ourselves in a position immed- 
iately to absorb this surplus labour by hav- 
ing alternative industries to hand in which 
they can be re-employed. Britain would be 
able to do this in a properly planned econ- 
omy protected from foreign manufactured 
imports and with home industries created to 
produce goods for which, by reason of this 
protection, there is a ready made local 
demand. In this way the keeping down of 
manning levels in accordance with cons- 
tantly improving techniques of production 
would not present any major problem; some 
workers would have to change their jobs but 
there would always be other jobs for them 
to go to. 

Tory economics, however, do not per- 
mit such rational adjustments. Workers 
thrown out of their jobs through streamlin- 
ing in one sector cannot easily find emp- 
loyment in another sector because the 
goods they might be employed to make are 
being imported from overseas. 

So the price of streamlining of our ind- 
ustries becomes that of yet more millions 
on the scrapheap. It is a price that Brit- 
ish workers are not prepared to pay, and we 
don’t blame them. 


Overpowering wetness 


“The overpowering wetness that per- 
vades the very bones of our public life 
was never more typified than by Mrs. 
Thatcher's repeated expressions of ‘ reg- 


ret’ at the deaths of successive hunger 
strikers. 

“In my simple way! had always thought 
that the death in war of our country s 
enemy was an occasion for celebration, 
not for regret. When the dead man is a 
vile murderer, and does the job for us, 
we can surely hope that the rest of his 
comrades will follow his example!” 


So said recently the writer ‘Vigilia’ in 
the newsletter On Target, and none of us 
could have put it better. We were remin- 
ded of the wetness of which he spoke when 
we saw two other recent reports, both of 


them concerning the attempts to blackball 


South Africa in the field of sport. 

Following the violent ‘rentamob’ antics 
of anti-apartheid demonstrators in New 
Zealand which have deprived many thous- 
ands of sporting New Zealanders of the 
pleasure of watching the Springbok rugby 
tcurists and thus turned a normally politi- 
cally docile people into one seething with 
political anger, the country’s Premier Rob- 
ert Muldoon — reputedly a_ ‘right-wing 
conservative’ — proposed that the two sides 
in the conflict, the pro- and anti-tour fac- 
tions, have a meeting and thrash out a 
compromise between them. 

Just how there could ever be a ‘comp- 
romise’ between the upholding of the right 
of law-abiding citizens to watch rugby 
matches and the determination of law- 
breakers to stop them doing so, if necess- 
ary by force, baffles description. 

Returning to Mr. Muldoon, the best he 
could say about the mobs that have been 
trying to wreck rugby matches in New Zea- 
land is that their activities amounted to 
“pure unadulterated fascism of the Hitler 
kind.” 

The NZ Premier has got to be joking. If 
there was one place on earth in which there 
would have been no toleration of left-wing 
mobs disrupting a sporting fixture on the 
grounds of their objections to ‘racism’ it is 
Hitler’s Germany! 

But not to be outdone by the New Zea- 
land Prime Minister are the officials of 
another thoroughly ‘establishment’ and 
‘conservative’ body, the MCC — mandar- 
ins of English cricket. 

When during England’s tour of the West 
Indies last Winter certain Black politicians 
attempted to put pressure on the English 
selectors not to pick Robin Jackman because 
he had been coaching in South Africa, the 
selectors replied that they would not be 
dictated to and that they, not West Indian 
politicians, would pick the England XI — 
an absolutely correct attitude. 

We now hear that the very same gen- 
tlemen of the MCC are themselves putting 
great pressure on a number of English 
cricketers to sever their connections with 
South Africa and that this pressure has been 


encouraged by the ‘Conservative’ Minister 
of Sport Hector Munro! 

We are quite sure that these pillars of 
the cricketing establishment do not like 
what they are doing and like even less the 
international yahoo brigade whose threats 
have created the situation in which they 
find themselves. The trouble is that they 
just do not have the gumption to stand their 
ground and fight those responsible for the 
threats. “Anything for a quiet life” is their 
guiding philosophy. Like practically all 
‘conservatives’, they can always be relied 
upon to capitulate to the forces of anarchy 
rather than face squarely up to them. 

Once again it is that “overpowering 


wetness” of which the On Target columnist 
speaks. 
Dysgenic 


A court has ruled against a couple who 
wished to allow their mongol child to die 
by preventing an operation to remove an 
intestinal blockage. 

No doubt this court decision will be 
heralded as thoroughly ‘humane’ and ‘civ- 
ilised’ but we think otherwise. 

Mongol children are a tragedy for which 
all parents thus afflicted deserve our deep- 
est sympathy.. The least that we can do for 
those parents is to allow them to decide for 
themselves whether they wish to bring up 
such children or put an end to their path- 
etic existence by euthanasia. There is a 
strong argument for saying that the latter is 
by far the most humane of these two alter- 
natives, for such children can never grow 
up to lead normal lives or to be anything 
other than a burden on society and regarded 
by many about them, however unkindly, as 
freaks. Do those who proclaim their lives 
as sacrosanct really have their welfare at 
heart? Or are they just seeking selfishly to 
comfort and flatter their own tortured lib- 
eral consciences and to run away from dec- 
isions of principle that do not please fash- 
ionable thought? 

If the decision to prolong the lives of 
these unfortunates is that of the parents 
alone, then there is at least a strong case 
for saying that their upkeep must be the 
parents’ responsibility. If, on the other 
hand, that decision is a decision of the 
law, such responsibility must fall upon soc- 
iety. No healthy society would seek to 
take on such responsibility when it can be 
avoided. 


And so say all of us! 


Says Daily Telegraph columnist Peter 
Simple of GLC leader Ken Livingstone: “In 
himself he is nothing. But as a symbol of 
what has happened — and in so short a time 
— to what was once a great nation he dem- 
ands our close attention.” 
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Far be it for Spearhead to sneer at 
Royal Weddings. We believe that the insti- 
tution of Royalty has an indispensable 
role in British life, serving as it does as 
one of the few existing links between the 
scattered parts of the British race. 

For this reason the marriage of our 
future King should be a matter of great 
national importance, and deserving of all 
the pomp and ceremony appropriate to a 
great state occasion and with no expense 
spared. 

It was nevertheless difficult for some 
of us to enter wholeheartedly into the 
wave of popular enthusiasm _ that 
surrounded the wedding of Prince Charles 
and his bride. In the first place, the 
Monarch, or Monarch-to-be, should 
thoroughly symbolise the spirit and 
identity of the nation and its people, 
being the guardian of their interests and 
the servant of their well being. If, as is the 
case with Britain, the National Anthem is 
dedicated to the Royal Head, the Royal 
Head in his or her turn should be dedi- 
cated to everything represented by the 
National Anthem, i.e. the national idea — 
as opposed to internationalism, the 
Motherland — as opposed to one-world, 
the British people — as distinct from 
‘mankind’. 

Unhappily, this cannot be said of 
Britain’s present Royal Family and least 
of all of the Prince of Wales himself. 
While we fully recognise that His Royal 
Highness is strictly limited, as a represen- 
tative of a Constitutional Monarchy, in 
what he can say and do in public affairs, 
we do not accept that these limitations 
have obliged him to take the numerous 
initiatives that he has done to identify 
himself with Britain’s Blacks, such as his 
meeting in 1977 with the organisers of 
the notorious Lewisham 24 Defence 
Committee, his more recent offer of 
financial help to coloured riot areas and 
his public announcement that the Black 
singers, the ‘Three Degrees’, were his 
favourite popular vocalists. Perhaps 
Prince Charles’ prescribed round of public 
duties has obliged him to visit West 
Indian youth clubs but this obligation 
cannot have extended, as was recently the 
case in the Midlands, to his using such an 
occasion to be photographed prancing 
around the floor in a poor imitation of a 
Negro dance. 

Such behaviour gravely undermines 
the dignity of Royalty and furthermore 
makes it increasingly difficult for patriotic 
British people to identify Royalty with 
our most revered national institutions, of 
which our national culture is a vital part. 

There therefore seemed something 
rather false and hollow in the making of 
the wedding of Prince Charles an occasion 
for a great expression of patriotic fervour 
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DISTRACTIONS 
AND DIVERSIONS 


such as occurred during Royal Wedding 
week, with national flags and red, white 
and blue bunting seen in profusion in 
every city, town and village in the land. 

And all this display prompted another 
thought. Might it not be regarded by 
millions of those who engaged in it as 
merely a substitute for the performance 
of patriotic duty? It is only too easy on 
such an occasion to deck one’s house in 
the national colours and thereby identify 
oneself as a ‘patriot’. All it requires is the 
expenditure of a few pounds on the 
appropriate decor — which was sold in 
the shops in such vast quantities that it 
did not have to be prohibitively priced — 
then a little personal exertion on the end 
of a ladder for perhaps half an hour. One 
can then afterwards store the material 
away in a cupboard for the next Royal 
occasion with the pleasing inner glow that 
comes of feeling that one has done one’s 
bit as a ‘good citizen’. 

To some of us, however, patriotism 
does not stop there. It requires, not only 
that we display the flag of: our country 
and salute the Royal rulers of our 
country, but that we dedicate a large part 
of our time, sometimes: at great risk and 
always at considerable personal sacrifice, 
to fighting the many enemies of our 
country within as well as without. 

We can have scant respect for the 
smug little shopkeeper or householder 
who betweentimes lifts not a finger to 
help his country and who conveniently 
looks the other way when confronted with 
a real threat to his country’s existence. 

An estimated 900,000 people lined 
the Royal route between Buckingham 
Palace and St. Pauls on Prince Charles’ 
wedding day, nearly all of them waving or 
in some other way displaying the national 
flag. 

This would undoubtedly give tremen- 
dous cause for satisfaction were it to be 
likely that that same 900,000, or even 
any substantial part thereof, would 
attend a great demonstration in support 
of some really important national cause, 
such as Britain’s withdrawal from the 
Common Market, a stop to coloured 
immigration .or the proper rearming of 
this country. We know, however, that this 
would not happen except in the case of a 
tiny fraction of those who came out onto 
the streets on July 29th. 

Our political controllers, including 
the controllers of the mass media, know 
it too. Perhaps that is why there was such 
a carefully orchestrated outburst of 


national passion for the wedding — going 
far beyond anything that was appropriate 
to a time of grave national misfortune 
and decline. It was almost as if the 
wedding provided an ideal piece of ‘bread 
and circuses’ with which to distract the 
masses from what should be their deep 
preoccupation with the nation’s series of 
mounting crises. 

Symbolic of this was the fact that on 
the eve of the Royal Wedding there was 
another major riot in Toxteth, Liverpool, 
largely involving Blacks. The police, with 
their backs to the wall as usual and under 
a hail of petrol bombs, were forced to 
take counter action by driving their 
vehicles in the direction of the rioters in 
order to disperse them. This resulted in a 
voung White local resident being inadver- 
tently run over and killed. 

In any ordinary situation this would 
have resulted in huge headlines in every 
national paper and the issue would have 
dominated the news bulletins on TV and 
radio. As it was, the incident was relegated 
to one of almost minor significance by 
the avalanche of photographs of the 
Royal Couple taking their vows. In one 
paper which found its way into our office 
the bridal dress occupied almost the 
whole of the front page, while one had to 
search deep among the inside pages for 
the report of the incident in Liverpool. 

Nothing could be more convenient to 
our political masters and their bought 
mouthpieces of journalism and broad- 
casting than that the nation should be 
induced to accept mere show, parades 
and ceremony as an indication of national 
well-being, rather than the reality of 
power, wealth, efficiency and a voice that 
is heeded in world affairs — things that are 
earned by a sound national performance 
in all human fields and not merely by a 
talent for pageantry and regal solemnity. 

No one likes the pageantry more 
than we do, but we like it to be a 
pageantry that is the outward symbol of 
inner strength, a show of colour backed 
by real national resources that entitle our 
country to be respected for its concrete 
achievements and for the weight that it can 
exert among the nations. Without these 
things, the pageantry itself seems almost a 
diversion, a brilliantly staged apology for 
national failure and a huge exercise in the 
art of national self-deception. 

So let us remember this recent Royal 
occasion by a reiteration of what 
patriotism really is. It is an attitude of 
dedication, backed up by the perparedness 
to work, sacrifice and fight, to all those 
things vital to the advancement of our 
race. When that obligation is met, and 
when the race prospers as a result, we are 
then entitled to our moment of national 
rejoicing and our proud display of the flag. 


When 


loses 
control 


JOHN TYNDALL analyses the 
psychology of the ‘public enquiry’ 


THERE IS a well tested method, reliable 
almost to the point of infallibility, of dis- 
cerning when government has lost control of 
national affairs. Committees of enquiry will 
be set up, at considerable public expense and 
with a great blare of publicity, to investigate 
the case of a particular conflict or crisis. 
Sometimes the responsibility for such an 
enquiry will be given to a prominent govern- 
ment minister; sometimes it may be given to 
some other equally prominent public servant. 
There will then be an endless succession of 
fact-finding tours, meetings, study groups, 
discussions, negotiations and debate — 
resulting in the pile-up of a volume of official 
‘bumpf’ which nobody properly occupied 
can ever have time to read. All this merrygo- 
round of activity will contribute not in the 
slightest to the solving of the issue but it will 
in the meanwhile achieve a colossal wastage 
of the nation’s money and time. 

Such a procedure began at the outset of 
the present phase of the Northern Ireland 
troubles in 1969 and it still shows no signs 
of coming to an end. No sooner had those 
troubles started than an army of busibodies 
got to work enquiring as to what made 
certain people riot against other people and 
against authority. Then government bigwigs 
were duly dispatched to the scene of the 
trouble, where they were pictured walking 
around the streets talking to the people — 
hoping, if they are to be believed, to find 
from the lips of those people the key to the 
conflict and the consequent key to its settle- 
ment. The next stage of the rigmarole was to 
get the leaders of the conflicting parties 
talking round a table. In the mind of official- 
dom, it would appear, they only had to talk 
long enough for a solution to be found that 
would make everybody happy. 12 years later 
they are still at it. 

To those who make a profession of this 
activity, it would appear as much too simple 
a solution to say that what confronted the 
Government in Northern Ireland was no 
more than a treasonable rebellion against the 
Crown and against the forces of law and 
order, backed up by hostile foreign powers, 
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and requiring nothing more complicated to 
deal with it than an iron will combined with 
the deployment of massive and resolute force. 

During the 1970s certain trade union 
activity in Britain assumed the character of 
mafia-like operations, with planned and 
organised intimidation of all those — whether 
management, workers or government — who 
dared to defy. the union bosses’ will. Mobile 
gangs were being transported up and down 
the country to bring mob force to bear at 
factory gates, such as those at Grunwick’s in 
West London, in clear violation of the law 
and for quite obvious political motives 
which had nothing remotely to do with the 
welfare of the workers in those factories. 
Once again here we had a plain,’ straight- 
forward challenge to authority and to the 
will of government, calling for firmness and, 
where necessary, overwhelming force to re- 
establish peace and order, then for decisive 
action to ensure that there would not be a 
repetition of the trouble. Essential to the 
latter purpose was that a thorough example 
should be made of the leading instigators of 
the disorder, all of whom were clearly 
known to the police and some indeed of 
which were known to the entire nation. 

Instead, the best that this Government 
has so far managed — and let us not forget it 
is a ‘Conservative’ government — has been to 
appoint the very wettest of its members, Mr. 
James Prior, to enter into a ‘dialogue’ with 
the union leaders with a view to obtaining 
their consent to a number of half-baked 
reforms in trade union laws — a practice 
about as realistic as if those charged with 
clearing up gangster warfare in Chicago in 
the 1930s entered into consultations with Al 
Capone and Legs Diamond! 

But it was not until this year that the 
Government really excelled itself in the art 
of bumpf and waffle as a substitute for 
action. The pretext has been the outbreak of 
rioting, looting and burning in our inner-city 
areas, mainly by Blacks. 

No sooner had the flames of the Brixton 
conflagration in April subsided than the 
Government solemnly announced that it was 


HESELTINE ON MERSEYSIDE 
A big waste of taxpayers’ money 


instituting an ‘enquiry’ into the cause of that 


conflagration. An eminent judge was 
appointed to head this enquiry and so began 
yet another long and drawn-out ritual 
involving hundreds of interviews and dis- 
cussions followed no doubt by a pile of 
voluminous reports, the paper bill for which. 
alone will no doubt be considerable — to say 
nothing of the cost of the time of all those 
involved: Lord Scarman himself, lawyers, 
policemen, social workers, community 
workers, clerks, typists, stenographers and 
heaven knows who else. 


WHY BLACKS RIOT 


And to what purpose? In the long 
American experience and in the compara- 
tively short British experience, together with 
the South African experience, there is avail- 
able to anyone a wealth of data on what 
causes Blacks to riot and set cities on fire. 
Anyone with claims to political leadership in 
a country with asubstantial Black population 
who has not fully acquainted himself with 
this data, and who is not generally informed 
about the psychology of the Negro, simply is 
not fit to hold any kind of responsible office 
— particularly in the field of home affairs 
and law enforcement. 

The pattern is the same everywhere. In 
every part of the world where the Negro is 
brought into close contact with White 
society, in particular the society of Northern 
European Whites, and where he attempts to 
compete with the European for jobs, in 
schooling and for social and career advance- 
ment, he comes off second best. Only in the 
very limited field of sport, where physical 
functions are paramount, can he compete 
with Whites and sometimes win. 

History is abundant with evidence of 
this fact — so much so that every person 
holding public office should be aware of it. 


Contd. overleaf 
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WHEN GOVERNMENT 
LOSES CONTROL 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


History, on the other hand, does not provide 
one single example which contradicts it. 

This means very simply that when the 
Negro is led to hold expetations of a place in 
White society which he cannot possibly fulfill 
because of inherent differences in aptitude 
between himself and the European he 
becomes angry and resentful when brought 
face-to-face with this non-fulfilment. 

There are then two consequences. The 
first is that he is often disposed to turn to 
crime, justifying that crime to himself by the 
belief that society has been unfair to him. 

The second consequence is that he is 
fair game for political agitators who seek to 
exploit his discontent in their own particular 
war on society — a war very little motivated 
by any desire to improve the lot of the 
Negro but in which the Negro is just seen as 
a convenient pawn, a source of revolutionary 
fodder to be used quite cynically and then 
discarded when no longer useful. 

That very simply is the origin of every 
major riot that has occurred in Britain, the 
United States, South Africa and elsewhere in 
modern times where Blacks have been at the 
centre of the rioting. 

Any would-be political leader who does 
not know this is clearly so abysmally ignorant 
that he should not be entrusted with any 
major national office. 

Every such leader should know that the 
cause of such rioting is, first the placing of 
Blacks within White society or in close 
proximity to White society; then the 
preaching of the doctrines of equality which 
lead the Black Man to think that he can 
compete equally with the White Man; finally, 
when this does not happen, the organisation 
and exploitation of Black discontent in the 
service of violent political ferment. 


WASTE OF TIME 


This being so, to institute official 
‘enquiries’ into every Black riot is a total 
waste of everyone’s time. The only enquiries 
that have any relevance are those which seek 
to establish the identities of the specific 
individuals responsible for planning and 
leading the riot in question, ‘and that is a 
simple matter for the police. 

But what has our Government done? It 
has dispatched Lord Scarman to Brixton to 
enquire into the origin of the riots there in 
April. When this is finished, he will be 
expected to conduct a new enquiry into the 
origin of the more recent riots in July. Poor 
Lord Scarman! He is like the man who paints 
the Forth Bridge — it needs a repeat perfor- 
mance before the first one is finished. Riots 
are occurring at a faster rate than government 
enquiries into them can cope with! 

The same ritual farce was enacted in the 
dispatch of Michael Heseltine to Liverpool, 
all done with a blare of. publicity the high- 


Page six 


light of which was a TV shot of the Minister 
taking a boatride across the Mersey accom- 
panied by three children, one of them Black. 
Heseltine’s mission, so we are told, is to find 
out why the riots started in Toxteth, and to 
this end he announced that he was going to 
meet everybody and talk to everybody — an 
objective that got off to a bad start when the 
Blacks walked out on him at his first meeting! 

The Heseltine circus, like the Scarman 
circus, will tie down for several weeks a lot 
of people who should have better things to 
do, and cost the taxpayer a great deal of 
money when there are many better things on 
which it should be spent. And at the end of 
it all what is really going to be gained? More 
masses of bumpf the contents of which are 
so predictable that it will be an equal waste 
of time reading it. More money must be 
spent on Britain’s inner city areas. More 
must be done to integrate Blacks into society 
and make them feel an equal part of it. Blacks 
must get better chances in jobs and in 
schooling. ‘Racism’ must be combatted 
wherever it rears its ugly head. The police 
generally are first class chaps but some of 
them are a little insensitive when they go 
investigating crime in Black areas. More 
Blacks are needed in the police. A yet bigger 
and better community relations apparatus is 
needed, which again means more money, 
etc.; etc., etc: 

Somewhere, if we are lucky, we may see 
a reference to political agitators of the far 
left having a role in the promotion of the 
riots, but this is unlikely to be accompanied 
by any practical proposals as to what we 
should do with them. 

The question that must be asked is: 
does the Government really believe in all this 
nonsense? 

Does it really believe that these 
ponderous enquiries have the slightest 
practical value? And is it really ignorant of 
the true causes of Black riots? 

Quite apart from the basic general know- 
ledge about the roots of civil disorder which 
should be — and we suspect is — at the 
fingertips of every senior politician in Britain, 
the Government has an additional source of 
knowledge about particular disorders which 
we can be quite sure is in full operation 
behind the scenes: this is the network of 
departments of police and internal security 
whose responsibility it is to inform this 
Government, as with every government, 


-about the comings and goings of those 


whose business is subversion and revolution. 
Any politician who claims that, with 
these services available, it is necessary to 


conduct public enquiries, into the causes of. 


riots is engaging in pure humbug. 

The probability then is that Mrs. 
Thatcher and her colleagues know exactly 
how and why the July riots, and other riots 
preceding them, occurred, and have not the 
slightest need to institute these long and 
costly public ‘enquiries’. 

In this case the enquiries have but one 
purpose: a public relations one. The people 


must be convinced that the Government is 
‘concerned’, that it is not sitting on its back- 
side, that it is actually ‘doing something’. 

Hence the impression of a beehive of 
activity, with Prime Minister and her other 
Ministers rushing hither and thither to and 
from the riot spots; hence the exhaustive 
‘enquiries’ and ‘reports’; hence the speeches 
and the announcements. 

In the meantime what will be done’to 
get to the real root of the rioting and deal 
with it properly and conclusively? Nothing. 
Absolutely nothing. 

There will be no abandonment of the 
attempt to integrate Blacks into Britain’s 
indigenously European society. There will be 
no abandonment of the religion of race 
equality and the consequent myth that 
Blacks have it within themselves to compete 
successfully in European society. There will 
be no serious attempt to deal with the sub- 
versive elements who work to stir up Black 
discontent into the flames of insurrection. 


WEAK AND FRIGHTENED 


These things will not be done, not 
because our political leaders do not know in 
their bones that they should be done — they 
most probably do know it full well, but 
because they are weak.and frightened people 
placed in jobs that are too big for them, 
merely going through the motions of exer- 
cising power but wielding no real power. 

They are small and vain people who 
enjoy the pomp of political life, who enjoy 
strutting the-public stage, who enjoy the 
pleasure and perks of public office and who 
are content therefore with the masquerade 
of government as an alternative to the 
substance of government. 

To continue to engage in this masquerade, 
they know that they must have the approval 
of certain key elements in society. One is the 
coloured immigrant voter, who increasingly 
exercises a decisive role in determining 
which party wins elections. Another is 
what, for simplicity’s sake, we might call the 
‘liberal establishment’: the network of 
powerfully placed people in the world of 
journalism, broadcasting, publishing, 
academy, big business and finance, who 
together form the most formidable pressure 
group in the politics of the Western World, 
and who can make or break politicians and 
parties by their dominant hold over public 
opinion. 

This hold is a strange one, for it never 
quite extends as far as winning over the 
majority of voters to the ideas of the ‘liberal’ 
consensus; what it does sticceed in doing is 
implanting in the public mind that those 
politicians and parties who think and act 
contrary to this consensus are somehow 
rather ‘disreputable’. 

Any political leader who might tire of 
the mere masquerade of government and 
start to entertain the highly dangerous idea 
of actually governing — entailing, as that 
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WHO GOES HOME? 


Extracts of a speech made by Mr. K. 
Harvey Proctor, MP for Basildon, Billericay 
and Wickford, to a meeting of WISE, on 
Saturday 18th July, 1981 at 2.30 pm in 
Caxton Hall, Westminster, London SWI]. 


“WHO goes home?” — This cry is echoed by 
the policemen on duty through the lobbies 
and corridors of the House of Commons 
when it has concluded its sittings and is 
about to close its doors. The cry had its 
origins in the far-off time when a member, 
wending his way homeward alone at night, 
was liable to be attacked, robbed and 
mugged, and therefore the doorkeepers of 
the House made arrangements for parties 
living in the same district to go home 
together for mutual protection. Historic 
tradition will become present necessity as 
the streets of our capital and other big cities 
become no-go areas for the law abiding. 

Let me give just one example culled 
from one of my correspondents from South 
London. “On Saturday 13th June, 1981 I 
was walking down my road and was attacked 
and robbed of a thick gold chain with a 
Mothers Day Pendant and a gold pony tail. 
The thief was a. coloured man of about 26 to 
28 years old. It is dreadful to lose one’s 
precious, personal things like this — we 
ought to get rid of all these non-English 
people. I was hit in the side of my face at 
the same time and am now spending my 
time holding hot pads to my face to get rid 
of the bruising. This treatment by these 
people does no good to an old lady of 71 
years old — I have not asked for any help at 
all — but one gets to dread the future as one 
becomes more frail. I have worn the gold 
chain for over 14 years and it was certainly 
the most precious of all my belongings and 
no insurance money can ever help.” That 
lady is not alone in dreading the future. Her 
fear is echoed by millions. 

In recent weeks in Southall, Liverpool, 
Brixton, Leicester, Luton, Nottingham, 
Birmingham, Manchester and the rest, we 
have all glimpsed the future with horror and 
foreboding, if not with surprise — the break- 
down of law, order and authority. I am in no 
doubt of its unique cause — the mass immig- 
ration over three decades of large numbers 
of immigrants from the New Commonwealth 
and Pakistan and a consequent too rapid 
change in the population make-up of our 
inner ‘city areas and metropolitan conurb- 
ations. My conviction is strengthened by the 
suspicious dedication and steadfast deter- 
mination with which Ministers and politicians, 
who for the most part reacted with bluff and 
bluster to avoid facing the real cause, have 
sought refuge in the scapegoats of deprivation, 
disruption, discipline, discrimination and the 


dotty. 

Let us begin with the former Prime 
Minister, the Right Honourable Member for 
Bexley, Sidcup. He blames the riots and 
racial strife on unemployment. So does the 
Secretary of State for Employment. I wonder 
why? The Employment Gazette shows the 
NCWP..employment figure for Great Britain 
as at 12th February 1981 as being only- 
95,569 of which only 36,067 were under the 
age of 21 and only 6,780 were under the age 
of 18. The 14th May, 1981 total figure was 
only 101,299. The official figure for the 
total size of the United Kingdom New 
Commonwealth and Pakistani working popu- 
lation is about 1 million. That’s 10% unem- 
ployed, less than the current average. On the 
basis of these figures there is clearly no 
genuine excuse to riot or loot on grounds of 
unemployment. It would be monstrous to 
change the Government’s economic policies 
on the basis of street riots and the Govern- 
ment will do so at its peril. 


SCAPEGOATS 


Of the other scapegoats, bad housing, 
lack of parental and school discipline, over 
policing and under policing, political ex- 
tremists, the media, the ethnic minorities 
and the indigenous population can be added 
to the list. We even find dotty suggestions 
laying the blame for the riots on lead levels 
in petrol! Do not believe a word of it. The 
cause of the trouble is the politicians them- 
selves. How come? Because they have placed 
upon our people a burden to which they are 
unequal. A burden they did not seek, did 
not want, to which they did not consent and 
do not want now — massive immigration 
from the New Commonwealth and Pakistan. 

For those who cannot or will not see, 
let us record the impact of the immigrations 
en the areas affected by riots and looting. 
This can best be done by looking at the 
Registrar General’s 1979 figures for births to 
New Commonwealth and Pakistani women 
compared with total live births in the area 
concerned. They were as follows:— 

Leeds 8 per-cent; Manchester and 
Nottingham 12 per-cent; Greenwich 13 per- 
cent; Derby 16 per-cent; Hammersmith 21 
per-cent; Preston 22 per-cent; Luton 23 per- 
cent; Hounslow, Wolverhampton and 
Birmingham 27 per-cent; Wandsworth and 
Battersea 28 per-cent; Lambeth 29 per-cent; 
Leicester 32 per-cent; Hackney 35 per-cent; 
Slough 36 per-cent;Wood Green 37 per-cent; 
and Ealing 41 per-cent. Of course, such 
statistics cannot pick up second and third 
generation births and are of no assistance to 
us at Liverpool, Toxteth, but they plot the 
effect.of demographic change in these areas 
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THE IMMIGRANT HORDE 


Blacks spill over Blackfriars Bridge in riot 
against police last March 
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now and into the future. There are few who 
fail to see the connection outside the ranks 
of politicians. 

Could anyone have imagined in 1970 
after fighting on an election plank that 
“there will be no further large scale perma- 
nent immigration” from the New Common- 
wealth and Pakistan, that a Conservative 
Government in 1981 would have had to 
admit that we were still taking in 1980, the 
first full year of Conservative administration, 
more immigrants than in 1973, the last full 
year of a previous administration — 33,714 
compared with 32,247? Could anyone have 
imagined that in the 10 years after 1970 we 
would take 500,000 more? 

When I addressed a meeting of WISE, a 
year ago I warned then — as I| have since the 
1960’s — that continued immigration would 
inevitably lead to a breakdown of law, order 
and authority. I was vilified by The Basildon 
Evening Echo, who said that my speech was 
“likely to stir up unnecessary suspicions, 
fears — and, yes, even hatred.” Shut up and 
the problems will pass — but they will not 
and they have not. 

Indeed, the New Commonwealth and 
Pakistani ethnic community is now growing 
faster from natural increase than from 
immigration. In 1979, for example, the 
NCWP population in the UK, increased by 
over 100,000, over 60,000 of which was 
from natural increase. In the same year the 
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WHO GOES HOME? 
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net emigration from the UK, of indigenous 
British people totalled 48,000. 

Let no one assume the impertinence to 
tell second generation NCWP that they are 
British, still less English, just because they 
happened by the accident of birth to be 
born here. Many of them do not feel English 
because they are not English and it is an 
insult to them and to their culture and their 
civilisation to pretend otherwise. 

What can be done to retrieve the 
position? It so happens that we can still, 
even at this late hour, avert catastrophe. It 
will need guts, determination and courage. 
First, we must call an end to all further large 
scale permanent immigration from the New 
Commonwealth and Pakistan. This must 
include dependants and legislation will be 
required. But by itself this will only slow 
down rather than avert the disintegration of 
society. 


REPATRIATION 


We must also establish a repatriation 
programme for all those who wish to take 
advantage of it. The present repatriation pro- 
gramme operated under Section 29 of the 
Immigration Act 1971 is strictly limited and 
is literally the payment of travelling expenses 
of non-patrial persons. There are West Indians 
whose countries are still British, and they are 
patrial by residence, and therefore not eligible 
for assistance under the Act, while other 
West Indians are. People from the islands of 
Antigua, Barbuda, Montserrat, St. Kitts, 
Nevis, Anguilla, the Caymans, the Turks and 
Caicos Islands and from the mainland of 
Belize are excluded from assistance along 
with people from Bermuda and the British 
Virgin Islands. 

Asians tend to be British by registration 
and in such cases are not eligible either. The 
fact that they are dual nationals does not 
invalidate their patrial status. 

Applicants for repatriation assistance 
must not be destitute and homeless on 
arrival in their own country because they 
have lost all contact with relations and such 
people are not repatriated. The International 
Social Services of Great Britain who 
administer the scheme consider what the 
country of resettlement has to offer. Aid is 
therefore not automatic and only extends to 
travel costs and a baggage allowance of a 
maximum of £150 for persons over 16 years 
of age and £100 under 16. 

What is needed is Home Office adminis- 
tration, massive publicity, and a resettlement 
grant sufficient to attract 100,000 persons a 
year. It should be funded out of the Overseas 
Aid Budget. In addition the Government 
should open negotiations with New 
Commonwealth countries and with Pakistan 
to deal with the migration in an orderly 
manner. We have developed expertise with 
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regard to developing New Towns and training 
schemes and we should use them abroad. 
The Association of Metropolitan Councils 
has recently suggested the expenditure of 
£6000 million to tackle the riot-hit and 
inner city areas. A repatriation programme 
would be less expensive and more valuable 
for host and recipient country alike. 

I am in favour of compulsory repatri- 
ation for those foreigners who riot, loot and 
commit serious offences. The power of 
deportation should be widely used by the 
Courts. 

We should repeal all Race Relations 
legislation and abolish the Commission for 
Racial Equality and its satellite community 
relations councils forthwith. 

We must do more — we must restore our 
national identity. I detest the enforced 
changes in our society to fit a multi-racial 
ethos. I am anxious and appalled that we are 
to lose our English style of policing. It is 
perhaps the biggest and gravest casualty of 
the recent disturbances. Yes we must, in the 
circumstances, protect our police and equip 
them properly but how I wish the circum- 
stances were different. 

Other than those of whatever colour 
who break the law, I do not blame the 
immigrant communities or the indigenous 
community. I happen to think’the latter has 
been incredibly tolerant and fair minded. 


THE BLAME 


The blame rests squarely with Ministers 
and politicians past and present. 

The responsibility for the maintenance 
of law and order on our streets rests with the 
Home Office and the Home Secretary. I regret 
to say that they have failed in the exercise of 
that duty. Shovelling off that responsibility 
to Lord Scarman just will not do. 

In Thursday’s debate on the disturbances 
the Home Secretary referred to “the strand 
of race relations,” and repeated two assur- 
ances to the ethnic communities in Britain — 
no second class citizens and protection from 
racial attacks! I do not disagree. 

But the real reassurance that was so 
badly lacking was to the indigenous popu- 
lation — to allay their fears that, in the 
words of the Prime Minister, they would not 
be “swamped”’, and the promise of govern- 
ment action to match the pledge. 

The indigenous population have rightly 
exercised tolerance but without urgent 
government action I fear they may move 
away from that position. 

By tackling the symptoms and not the 
root cause of these riots — indeed by going 
out of his way to deny the real reasons for 
them — the Home Secretary has -served his 
country ill at a time of great peril and he 
should tender his resignation now before the 
full perils of terrorism — the bomb and the 
sub-machine gun — are visited upon us. 

What I have outlined today is the very 
minimum that I consider will see us through. 
Even if we acted immediately on all these 


points the violence would contrive for a 
period of time before abating. But if the 
Government with uncomprehending folly 
fails to act, Parliament and our demecratic 
system will not survive for long, nor will our 
rights and liberties under the rule of Law, 
and it will fall to my generation to explain 
to the next how their birthright was lost. 


EDITOR’S NOTE: We have reprinted this 
speech because we believe it contains many 
points of vital public interest. This does not, 
however, mean that we are satisfied by what 
is proposed by the speaker. His advocacy of 
voluntary repatriation is wholly inadequate 
to deal with the situation, which can only be 
resolved by obligatory repatriation for all. 

It is also pertinent for us to ask: what is 
the speaker doing representing a party which, 
as he himself acknowledges, has betrayed its 
previous pledges on immigration time and 
time again and clearly is dedicated, no less 
than its opponent on the left, to a multi- 
racial Britain? 


WHEN GOVERNMENT 


LOSES CONTROL 
(Contd. from page 6) 


does, the taking of firm action against all 
those sections of society who work to 
sabotage the proper functioning of the 
nation, and who are, almost invariably, the 
favoured darlings of the liberal establishment 
— finds himself (or herself) confronted with 
all the formidable apparatus of obstruction 
that this establishment can, and does, bring 
to bear on those of whom it disapproves. 
This deters all but the most resolute and 
resourceful — and resolution and resource- 
fulness are qualities almost never to be 
found in the successful party politician. 

So the masquerade continues. Our 
elected representatives just go through the 
motions of governing without ever really 
truly governing. When a particular crisis 
emerges, they scurry around it in a fever of 
activity designed to assure the voters that 
the crisis is receiving their attention, while 
nothing in fact is ever really done to tackle 
the crisis at its roots. The most favoured 
form of activity in this regard is always the 
‘public enquiry’. 

In the next few years we are going to 
see the mechanism of the ‘public enquiry’ 
extended on an almost unprecedented scale 
as civil disorder increases and as government 
becomes ever more impotent and panic- 
stricken in the face of it. We should never 
fail to recognise these ‘public enquiries’, 
accompanied as is invariably the case by 
‘dialogues’ with the creators of the disorder, 
for what they really ‘are: the pathetic 
posturing of a ruling clique that has neither 
the wit nor the will to grapple with the 
nation’s escalating succession of crises, that 
has totally lost control of events and which 
has reduced government to a mere sham and 
charade. 


The art of the possible 


SUCCESS IN WAR requires the exercise of 
certain qualities over and above the normal 
ones expected of the good soldier. When we 
think of the latter, we think immediately of 
courage, discipline, training, tactical skill, 
toughness and, perhaps above all else, a 
belief in what one is fighting for. With 
officers and men imbued with these attri- 
butes, an army is able to become a formidable 
instrument of battle. Such attributes are not 
enough alone, however, to bring war itself to 
a victorious conclusion. 

What is needed as the final ingredient is 
that the battleworthiness of such an army is 
harnessed to a realistic strategy, which at 
every stage of the campaign of war pursues 
objectives that are within the realm of the 
possible and which, when each objective is 
achieved, places that army in a position from 
which it can achieve further, more ambitious, 
objectives — and so on until final victory is 
in sight. 

Nothing could be more futile, indeed 
suicidal, than the deployment of an army, 
however fine its martial qualities, in pursuit 
of objectives which, at the time that they are 
pursued, are impossible of achievement. 
When that happens, the army is liable not 
only to suffer defeat in pursuit of such 
objectives but in the process to suffer 
material and moral casualties from which it 
is immensely difficult to recover. 

Such a state of affairs is symptomatic of 
an army which, whatever its other qualities, 
has no strategy — no overall war plan. 

Britain’s military commanders were 
forced to come face-to-face with this truth 
after Dunkirk. Our forces had faced the 
enemy in a frontal battle on the Continent 
and had been overwhelmingly beaten. Sup- 
posing, only a short time after this defeat, 
we had attempted an invasion of the 
Continent and another frontal onslaught 
against the enemy that had just annihilated 
us? Such a proposition would have been 
regarded as military insanity. In the situation 
that faced us at that time, there was only 
one realistic thing to do (presuming that one 
believed that the war had to be carried on). 
This was to avoid confrontation with the 
enemy’s main forces in open battle and to 
devote every resource at home to building 
up Our own strength for a day in the future 
when we could contemplate such a confron- 
tation with some reasonable hope of success 
— and in the meantime to wage war on 
certain selected fronts of our own choosing 
where with limited forces we could achieve 
results out of all proportion to the size of 
our commitment and the losses sustained. 
That is what is meant by intelligent strategy. 

The war in which we nationalists are 
engaged against the liberal establishment is a 
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political war and not a military one. Never- 
theless, in all essentials the same rules of 
strategy apply. We face an enemy which all 
evidence and experience shows can over- 
whelm us in any straightforward test of 
battle strength at the present time. To 
continue engaging that enemy in the main 
field of operations — which in the political 
context is the field of parliamentary and 
municipal elections — as if we could hope to 
match his vastly superior resources at present 
or in the foreseeable future is to commit the 
worst possible error of strategy. Far better 
that we adopt a strategy that takes into 
account the present limitations of our battle 
strength and concentrates on the building up 
of this strength for a future effort when the 
odds have altered in our favour. 

This does not mean that we cease to 
wage war at all, that we do not engage the 
enemy anywhere at any time. It means simply 
that we wage war on ground of our own 
choosing, attacking the enemy in sectors 
where we can inflict painful blows on him 
and in the process not weaken but strengthen 
ourselves. 


FRONTAL ASSAULT 


In the General Election of 1979 the 
National Front concentrated all its reserves 
on a massive frontal assault on the positions 


of the enemy in a straightforward contest at 
the polls, fielding the extraordinary number 
of 301 candidates — that itself a mammoth 
achievement of effort and organisation. 

In the event, all that effort and organis- 
ation were of no avail. The National Front 
was heavily defeated, not to say annihilated. 
Not only did it lose every deposit, it failed 
even to average 2 per-cent of the vote in the 
seats where it fought. 

The NF was defeated because it was like 
an army going into battle with bows and 
arrows against an enemy equipped with 
tanks, heavy artillery, guided missiles and all 
the rest of the galaxy of modern weapon 
power. It never stood a chance. Its candidates 
and campaign workers fought bravely. They 
had a cause to fight for that was much better 
than the cause of their adversary. But in the 
end they were crushed by the sheer weight 
and sophistication of the weaponry of their 
foes, by the power of press, TV and radio, 
concentrated as these organs were almost 
exclusively in the enemy’s hands, and by the 
well oiled and well established big party 
machines, commanding vast funds and 
manned by people immeasurably superior in 
numbers, training and experience. 

The NF defeat in May 1979 was not a 
disgrace or a humiliation. But it was a 
salutory lesson. It forced nationalists to 
come to terms with the reality of the present 
balance of forces in the political conflict, 
and to devise a new strategy to meet that 
reality. 

Superficially it may appear now as if 
that balance of forces has been altered by 
the changing political situation. The Conser- 
vatives, in whom much hope was placed in 
1979, have now had 2 years in power and 
have managed the nation’s affairs disastrously, 
with nearly 3 million out of work. Labour 
has lurched yet further to the left and has 
alienated vast numbers of. voters. The racial 
conflagration that nationalists were predicting 
2 years ago has now come to pass. 

But let us not be deceived that these 
changing circumstances render nationalists 
anything more than still a mere fringe on the 
political scene, competing for a small section 
of the popular vote. They may have improved 
our position marginally, and we should not 
hesitate to exploit whatever potential for 
growth that there is in that improvement. 
But we should nevertheless recognise that in 
terms of national power we simply are not 
among the runners, and cannot be for the 
foreseeable future. 

Whatever shifts in public sentiment may 
have been created by recent events on the 
national scene, the politicians and the parties 
that will be able for the foreseeable future to 
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ART OF THE POSSIBLE 
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channel those shifts to their own advantage 
will be the ones that have at their disposal, 
or on their side, the vital machinery of insti- 
tutions, organisation and money that are the 
foundation stones of political power — a 
machinery that we nationalists have scarcely 
even started to build. 

The recently arrived ‘Social Democratic 
Party’ is no exception to this rule. Merely 
because the party itself is a newcomer to the 
political stage, it does not mean that its 
foundation stones are new; on the contrary, 
it is allied to political institutions of long 
standing and to a well-established tradition 
of political thought. Far from being a 
‘challenge’ to the establishment, it could be 
said to be merely a regrouping of establish- 
ment forces under a new name — shrewdly 
adopted because the establishment realises 
that the old names have.come to stink. 

Nationalism in Britain, in contrast, has 
built no powerful institutions or organis- 
ation. It has no established press. It has no 
substantial facilities of property and meeting 
places. It has no reserves of money. It draws 
upon no wellestablished tradition of political 
thinking in this country. It has no powers of 
patronage. It has no friends in high places. 


WASTED YEARS 


Much of this is our own fault, for we 
have wasted many years frittering away 
valuable time, energy and money in futile 
assaults on our enemies’ positions in the 
electoral field which otherwise could have 
been directed towards building the vital 
organisational and institutional framework 
without which no party has a chance. With- 
out this framework — and in particular 
without at least some facilities with which to 
reply to our enemies’ propaganda — our 
attacks on their ramparts have been dealt 
with easily and contemptuously. In these 
conditions our electoral efforts have been 
like charges of the Light Brigade. 

These many years of intense activity, 
unsupported by any realistic application of 
political strategy and not directed within the 
framework of any deliberate development 
plan, have taken their toll. Many nationalists 
have become physically and emotionally 
exhausted and have had their morale sapped. 
They have become tragically divided in 
quarrels about how they should have attained 
the unattainable. A great number of them 
have split from one nationalist party to join 
another nationalist party — only to find that 
the conditions under which the new party 
operated were exactly the same as with the 
old, the same problems, the same handicaps, 
the same enemy. 

It is time to put an end to these futile 
operations and to start seriously to think 
about how we are to come to power. 

Out of this thinking must come a realistic 


strategy of political development in which at 
every stage of operations we avoid chasing 
the impossible and devote ourselves to the 
pursuit of the possible. 

With this in mind I would like to recom- 
mend to nationalists in this country a list of 
propositions that should govern our thinking 
and planning over the next few years. It is 
perhaps an opportune time to do so because 
in the coming months there is undoubtedly 
going to be a radical rearrangement of the 
forces of British nationalism and something 
in the manner of a fresh start. It is vital that 
in this fresh start we choose a road in which 
our efforts can reap the greatest practical 
benefits and not be dissipated in further 
Light Brigade charges against impregnable 
positions resulting only in bitter disappoint- 
ment, disillusionment and mutual recrimin- 
ation leading to disastrous splitting. Here 
then is what I propose:— 


UNITY ESSENTIAL 


(1) We must first recognise that nationalism 
has no earthly hope of regaining its strength 
of the mid-seventies, let alone of going on to 
further strength, unless nationalist forces are 
united in a single powerful nationalist party. 
The present petty rivalry between separate 
nationalist factions must come to an end and 
all must combine in a common effort against 
the common enemy. I am convinced that the 
will to achieve this union is growing among 
nationalists generally and that it is going to 
come to pass sometime soon. I have in recent 
weeks been engaged in establishing links 
with representatives of other nationalist 
groups and from these links I have no doubt 
that a powerful impetus towards unification 
is emerging. This will of course be resisted 
by the little men of the nationalist camp 
who will fight strenuous rearguard actions to 
preserve the positions and status that they 
have built for themselves in their own little 
factions, but the little men will eventually be 
overcome and will be forced to consent to 
unification or simply go out of business. 

Until there is union among nationalists, 
no meaningful political plans or objectives 
have the slightest hope of realisation, and so 
discussion of such plans and objectives pre- 
supposes the existence of union as an indis- 
pensable condition. While it is not yet 
achieved, all else must be recognised as 
purely theoretical. 


ELECTION CHANCES LIMITED 


(2) For some years to come — exactly how 
many depends at this moment on future 
political developments in Britain which at 
the moment can only be speculated upon 
but I would put the number at not less than 
five — no substantial breakthrough by 


nationalists is likely to be possible in the 


electoral field, and certainly not.possible in 
parliamentary elections. However great the 
public discontent against the established 


political leadership, we simply do not have 
the means at the moment, and will not for 
some time to come have the means, to mobi- 
lise this discontent into a substantial vote for 
nationalism. The ruling powers in Britain, in 
contrast, have the means at the present time 
to cushion, sidetrack and mislead the forces 
of discontent almost at will. With a monopoly 
over the services of public communication, 
they can condemn, discredit and isolate all 
genuine opposition and deflect the Wwide- 
spread desire for change into support for 
bogus opposition — one of the principal 
reasons, as I have intimated, behind the 
creation of the ‘Social Democratic Party’. 
We must expect the SDP to have its fling 
before itis thoroughly discredited by events, 
and that may entail a period of Social 
Democrat government. 

Two conditions must exist before we 
can hope to change this state of affairs. One 
is that the nation’s crisis must become much, 
much worse; the other is that we must have 
available on the nationalist side vastly 
superior means of communication and a 
vastly superior apparatus of political organis- 
ation than we have at present. 

Nationalists also need to perform a 
public relations exercise to make good much 
unnecessary harm that has been done to 
their image over the past year or two. It was 
always inevitable that the media would 
portray this image as being one of 
‘extremism’, but as long as the public 
behaviour of nationalists had about it the 
flavour of adulthood allied to serious 
political purpose, and as long as the leading 
personalities representing the nationalist 
cause were individuals who conducted them- 
selves in a manner commanding personal 
respect, this extremist tag was one that 
nationalists were able to bear and still succeed 
in increasing their support. 

The mantle of extremism has of late 
become much harder to wear in consequence 
of the antics of a grotesquely juvenile 
element that has crept into the nationalist 
camp over the past year or so and which has 
become prominent in one nationalist organis- 
ation in particular, also by the public scandal 
that has surrounded the lives of certain 
personages among the would-be leaders of 
nationalism and which has done much to 
alienate those very sections of the populace 
that are potentially our strongest supporters. 

If these excrescences can be washed 
away, some progress can be made in the 
improvement of the nationalist vote. We 
should, however, not delude ourselves that 
this vote can for some time yet be raised to a 
level that will render nationalist candidates 
anything other than also-rans at the polls. 

This means that electoral activity needs 
to be strictly limited so that it never con- 
sumes anything more than a small part of 
our total campaigning resources for a number 
of years, while in the meantime our own 
supporters are educated against the tendency 
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to gauge success in that sector as the main 
criterion of the worthwhileness of their 
efforts — for otherwise they are liable to 
become prematurély frustrated and prone to 
low morale and a recurrence of division, fair 
game for any political confidence-trickster 
who offers instant success to all who follow 
him. 

Electoral campaigns should be conceived 
as commando raids conducted against a few 
vulnerable sectors of the enemy’s defences 
when conditions are suitable, rather than 
major offensives all along the front involving 
the whole of our forces and reserves. Where 
and when a particular campaign produces 
tangible evidence that our electoral stock is 
increasing substantially, then of course the 
portion of our efforts allocated to such 
activity can be correspondingly increased. 
This is very different, however, to a blind 
assault on the enemy’s positions with little 
or no foreknowledge of his strength and ours. 


BUILDING COUNTER-MEDIA 


(3) Nationalists should cease whining that 
all the communications media are in the 
enemy’s hands — as if this was some unkind 
blow inflicted upon us by Mother Nature — 
and buckle down seriously to the task of 


correcting the balance by building up our: 


own means of communication with which 
we can hit back. 

Obviously, what we can accomplish this 
year or next has to be put into perspective. 
We are not going to have control of a 
national daily newspaper or have our own 
programme on TV. We can, however, with 


intelligent and forward planning make great. 


strides from where we are at present. 

With the written word the key sector is 
distribution. We have the people able to 
produce quality publications at all levels and 
which can be as persuasive as those of the 
enemy; what we need is the machinery of 
wholesale and retail outlets through which 
these publications can be sold in quantities 
able to make the whole operation financially 
viable while at the same time enabling us to 
reach vastly greater numbers of people with 
our message. 

Existing commercial wholesalers for 
books and periodicals are dangerously 
vulnerable to pressures which need no further 
elaboration to those acquainted with how 
the powers-that-be operate. These whole- 
salers should not be boycotted; every chance 
to have our literature distributed through 
the networks that they provide should be 
seized upon and exploited. To depend 
mainly on those networks, however, would 
be futile. We must establish our own distri- 
butive network for nationalist.publications, 
and the main agencies in this regard must be 
the local branches of our unified nationalist 
party, when it emerges. This means that a 
major ‘priority in branch activities must be 
given to the work in question, i.e. the 
collation of lists of local retail shops and 


news-stands and the regular calling upon 
them by our literature salesmen, who should 
be selected from the most suitable personnel 
available in the local branches. 

In time, as the enterprise develops, it 
may be possible to engage these sales 
representatives on a full-time basis. In the 
beginning, however, they must be voluntary 
activists. 

Just as commercial ‘wholesalers are 
vulnerable to pressure, so too can commercial 
retailers be vulnerable. It is vital therefore 
that we build up our own retail facilities. 
Apart from paper sales on the streets and on 
the doorsteps of homes, we must contrive 
eventually to have our own bookshop in 
every city and town of significant size in 
Britain. This is an aim that we can see our 
opponents on the far left pursuing with great 
determination, and not without good reason. 

To render such enterprises viable, it- is 
probable that they will have to include the 
sale of much ordinary non-political literature 
— a quite acceptable practice as long as it 
excludes the really poisonous internationalist, 
multi-racialist and obscene variety. 

We must, in short, go into business — at 
first in a modest way but eventually in a big 
way — as publishers and distributors of the 
written word, and this must occupy for the 
foreseeable future a greater part of our 
attention and resources than many purely 
political operations. 

What I have said here should not be 
taken to imply that other forms of com- 
munication are excluded from consideration. 
Films, recordings, videotape and radio are 
fields that must all be carefully investigated. 
The main basis, however, for the time being 
must be the written word. The others must 
be extras. 


REAL ESTATE 


(4) Mention of facilities for the retail of 
literature brings us into the field of premises 
and property. Here again we are dealing with 
vital amenities for nationalists, who in most 
areas find it extremely hard to acquire regular 
places to meet. Most town councils have 
banned us from using their own halls and 
meeting rooms, while private organisations 
owning such amenities can be pressured into 
doing the same thing by the threats of 
damage by our opponents. We are forced in 
many areas, therefore, to obtain bookings of 
meeting places by the use of false names — a 
practice that is morally quite justified in the 
circumstances into which we have been 
thrown but which in practice has all sorts of 
disadvantages: the need for extra security 
operations, redirection points, the uncer- 
tainty that our cover will not be ‘blown’, etc. 

Quite obviously, the only true remedy 
for this is that we should acquire, in all major 
urban areas at least, our own buildings where 
at least one room exists large enough to 
accommodate at least 50 persons for the 
purpose of meetings, socials, film shows, 


instruction courses and so on. 

Our acquisition of buildings therefore 
straightaway has a twofold purpose: to 
provide bookshop facilities and facilities to 
meet. 
Where the social side is concerned, the 
situation to be aimed for is a social club, 
where the cause can profit from the sale of 
drink and other refreshments and possibly 
other forms of money-spinning recreation. 
The benefit thereby becomes threefold. 

One practice that I am firmly against is 
the allocation of large financial resources to 
the acquisition of local property purely for 
the purpose of a political headquarters. Such 
establishments have no more than a prestige 
value, and this is never adequate to justify 
the great expense that they incur. A local 
party address can be obtained in the form of 
a post office box number for no more than 
£20 a year, and this is quite adequate for the 
scale of political operations in which we are 
presently involved, for the actual adminis- 
trative work can without difficulty be 
performed in the homes of local officials and 
at much greater convenience. 

Buildings become worthwhile assets 
when they are used for the full purposes that 
I have described, and at local level they 
should be aimed at with those purposes in 
mind. When the right building has been 
acquired and is used in a thoroughly business- 
like way with income accruing through 
literature and refreshment sales, the issue of 
political facilities will take care of itself. 

The fact that such a project was under- 
taken in the National Front and ended 
disastrously does not alter its intrinsic value 
as such; it simply means that any future 
projects of a similar kind must be undertaken 
with great care over questions of planning 
permission and above all must proceed 
within the framework of complete party 
control and not be allowed to get into the 
hands of any private group that may forma 
‘faction’. 

A major aim of the nationalist move- 
ment in the next few years must. be the 
establishment of such premises in the areas 
of London, Birmingham, Manchester, 
Merseyside, Leicester or Nottingham, Leeds 
or Bradford, Sheffield, Hull, Cardiff, 
Coventry, Tyneside, Glasgow or Edinburgh 
and Belfast — just for a start. Again we have 
here a sector of development which should, 
if necessary, take precedence over a number 
of political campaigns and certainly of 
political campaigns that offer no short-term 
hope of success. 


POLITICAL APPROACH 


(5) Much more careful strategy and planning 
must be applied to the political campaigns 
engaged in by the nationalist movement and 
careful consideration should be given to the 
question of which fields of activity yield the 
greatest long-term benefit. 
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Nothing could be worse than to allow 
ourselves to get into a situation and a frame 
of mind in which we feel ourselves under 
pressure to rush out and run after that 
section of the population which seems to 
offer us the most immediate and easily won 
source of support. The danger of this way of 
thinking is that we may become slaves to the 
necessity to offer that section of the popu- 
lation policies and an image that cater for its 
every momentary whim and prejudice, and 
in so doing alienate ourselves from other 
sections of the population whose support is 
in the long term much more important both 
qualitatively and quantitatively. 

One matter over which there seems little 
disagreement between nationalists is that we 
should concentrate our appeal particularly 
strongly towards young people. Among 
older generations we have to deal very largely 
with people whose political attitudes and 
voting habits have become firmly set by the 
conditioning of decades of propaganda and 
are not likely now to be changed even by the 
most persuasive language. We must simply 
wait for them to die off and from year to 
year form a decreasing part of the electorate, 
while new generations emerge which form an 
increasing part. In this way time, instead of 
being against us, becomes our ally. 

It is when we get down to the question 
of how the appeal to youth should be 
directed that disagreement opens up, and it 
is here that the “we must get members 
quickly at any price” mentality can have 
disastrous results. 

British youth today, like the youth of 
most democracies, is in a process of con- 
tinuous seduction by a series of modish 
‘cults’, all promoted by one or another 
vested interest for the purpose of sales of 
clothing, ‘pop’ music or some other profitably 
marketable commodity. Most of these cults 
are followed in a spirit of mindlessness and 
boredom operating in a vacuum provided by 
too much free time and too little direction. 

I believe that there isa way of harnessing 
many of these young people to the cause of 
nationalism, but it is not the way that has 
been chosen by a number of contemporary 
operatives in that field of activity. The latter 
have chosen to become cult followers, 
whereas what they should do is become cult 
leaders. They have slavishly pandered to 
existing, largely decadent, fashions instead 
of creating new fashions. In doing so, some 
of them have seriously under-estimated the 
intelligence of young people as well as the 
potential for good that resides within them. 
A major portion of their propaganda in fact 
falls far short of the target. Aimed at teen- 
agers often without much education but 
with plenty of native commonsense, its 
appeal is in practice pitched at the age-level 
of the kindergarten or, if not that, at the 
mentally barely normal. The result is that 
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propaganda techniques directed to different 
sections of the population, instead of 
forming, as they should, a varied but 
harmonious whole, become mutually contra- 
dictory and in conflict with one another. In 
an effort to impress one part of the com- 
munity they simply. alienate others. 

In the field of classes, it is certainly true 
that the appeal of nationalism has at the 
present time the greatest force among what 
are commonly regarded as the working class 
and lower middle class. This may to some 
extent be connected with the fact that these 
classes are more adversely affected by present 
conditions but it is probably more the result 
of their position as people who in terms of 
their places in society have less to lose and 
of the simple fact that, having had the least 
education, they have been least contaminated 
by the leftist-liberal poisons that are a part 
and parcel of our educational institutions as 
they stand today. 

We may take it as read therefore that 
for the foreseeable future a substantial 
portion of the support that nationalism 
enjoys among the British people is going to 
come from these sections of the population. 

So far so good, but this is very different 
to assuming that such support is going to be 
enhanced by nationalists posing as ersatz 
marxists. One of the great marxist lies is that 
it derives its strength from the masses, 
wheteas in truth that strength comes from 
the alienated and _ spiritually polluted 
bourgeois intelligentsia. 

To assume that the quickest way into 
the hearth and heart of the working class 
home is by use of the clapped out slogans of 
the Labour left is to betray a gross incompre- 
hension of the psychology of the British 
working man. 

And notwithstanding the importance of 
the working and lower middle classes in our 
political strategy, it is nonetheless a fact that 
no political movement has a hope of ever 
becoming powerful if it is not able to win 
the support of a substantial number of those 
who are qualified by experience, training 
and aptitude to wield executive power. A 
movement will otherwise simply be lacking 
in the necessary officer cadres ever to become 
properly organised and led. The sort of 
people of whom I am now speaking come 
largely, though by no means exclusively, 
from the ranks of the better educated, and 
in at least some cases from family back- 
grounds of the same kind. Nothing is more 
guaranteed to place a wedge between 
nationalism and these people than the resort 
by -nationalists to the puerile rhetoric of 
class warfare. Let us take good nationalists 
from wherever they come but let us not 
assume that they come only from one corner 
of society. 


CHIMERA 


(6) If nationalists are to be politically 
effective in the 1980s, they must rid them- 
selves of certain debilitating chimeras, and 


perhaps the greatest chimera of all is the idea 
of the British populace one day “waking up”’, 
i.e. one fine morning coming to the realis- 
ation that their masters have betrayed them 
and turning on those masters in a fury of 
patriotic anger and revolt. It simply will not 
happen that way. 

It is true that certain nations under 


certain conditions can undergo a national 


awakening that has a degree of natural 
spontaneity. Such nations, when confronted 
with overwhelming evidence of the betrayal 
and incompetence of their leaders and the 
appalling damage done by those leaders to 
the national interest, can be relied upon to 
react in accordance with the promptings of 
patriotism and duty-and turn those leaders 

But the prerequisite to such awakening 
is that the general body of the nation is still 
racially, spiritually, morally and physically 
healthy and that the ruling clique represents 
a mere aberration, an alien growth that, has 
somehow by a quirk of fate become attached 
to it instead of growing organically out of it. 

Unhappily, we are not today in Britain 
dealing with a nation in any such state of 
health but with a nation that is itself inwardly 
sick and diseased, a nation whose misfortunes 
are the product not merely of misrule at the 
top but of a deep-rooted and widespread 
decline of the national character. 

A nation in this condition does not 


““wake up” of its own accord; it can only be 


woken up by the example and inspiration of 
a determined minority that has worked for 
years beforehand to manipulate itself into a 
position of political power. Such “awaken- 
ing” as we are concerned with therefore only 
applies to a small percentage of the British 
population. The rest we can forget, and it 
should cause us no undue despondency 
when they fail to respond to a message based 
upon patriotism and duty and an appeal to 
high ideals. Among this mass, the majority, 
are many who can do great deeds under the 
stimulus of inspiring leadership — as events 
in wartime have shown — but they are not of 
the sort who will on their own initiative act 
to bring about political change. Though all 
commonsense may dictate that they vote for 
a party of nationalism, they will not in fact 
do so until such time as a nationalist party 
becomes so well established as a normal 
feature of the political scene that voting for 
it is as natural a function as filling in their 
football pool coupon or enjoying their pint 
at the pub. 

The work of establishing such a 
nationalist party is a task that falls to a 
minority, and that is what we must reconcile 
ourselves to being for several years — a 
minority within our nation, minorities within 
our localities. When we learn to live with this 
fact we will not be discouraged by the 
lethargy of the mass of our fellow country- 
men. To our opponents this lethargy was 
never regarded as a barrier to success, nor 
should it be to us. We should simply 
formulate a political strategy which works 
around it and with it rather than against it. 


“When the aw goe 


NATIONALISTS are finding themselves in 
something of a quandry on the issue of *Law 
and Order’, We are, as a breed, people 
with a natural desire for an ordered and 
peaceful existence. Our natural sympathy 
is towards the forces of law and order and 
our natural enmity is towards rioting, dis- 
orderly and violent mobs. 

Increasingly, however, we are finding 
that the forces of law and order to whom we 
are instinctively respectful are being mob- 
ilised to prevent the legitimate activities of 
nationalists. 

The Oxford Mail of July 21st carries a 
report of the court appearance of a Mr. Neil 
Lynn, an activist of British Movement, in 
which the reporter quite openly gloats that 
the law was quite cynically exploited to 
drag Mr. Lynn before the court for purely 
political reasons and that this step was taken 
to appease a mob of howling, screaming 
leftists. 

Mr. Lynn was bound over to keep the 
peace in the sum of £500. Even the police 
did not allege that he had actually done 
anything illegal. He was just said to be 
“planning to distribute leaflets that could 
be considered inflammatory.” It was not 
alleged that the leaflets were illegal. 

Inflammatory to whom? Have you ever 
heard of a communist or socialist being arr- 
ested because his leaflets might be consid- 
ered inflammatory to to me or to you? 

At Coventry Magistrates Court recently 
Mr. Joe Lawton, an unemployed man with 
three children, was fined £500. His off- 
ence? Conduct likely to cause a breach of 
the peace. So what actually happened? 

What actually happened was that about 
eight thousand Asians were marching 
through his city shouting “Kill the pigs!” 
(meaning the police). Mr. Lawton had the 
temerity to enquire: “If you don’t like it 
here, why don’t you go home?” He is also 
said to have committed the heinous crime 
of “waving his arm about.” Many Asians 
were fined much less for far more serious 
offences committed on the same occasion. 
Mr. Lawson had no previous convictions at 
all. 


SUPPRESSION 


These are only two examples of the 
determination of the political establishment 
suppress ruthlessly the slightest manifest- 
ation of nationalism. I say this because I 
am in no doubt that the sentences were pol- 
itically inspired. 

The establishment is clearly worried — 
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Often the law bends over backwards to 
appease aggressive and militant Blacks. 


not at what we are now but at what we have 
the potential to become in the circumstan- 
ces of chaos being created in this country 
by their own misrule. 

There is in this situation a great diffi- 
culty for us. Some nationalists, and parti- 
cularly the younger element, become very 
disenchanted with the law when they see 
forces which they imagine ought to be sym- 
pathetic towards us allowing themselves to 
be pressed into service against us. 

This leads some of them to express what 
is to me a very disturbing argument. “If,” 
they say, “communists and Blacks riot, the 
police treat them with kid gloves, Govern- 
ment ministers are sent on missions of app- 
easement to the riot area, money is poured 
in to improve conditions and create emp- 
loyment for the rioters. Therefore the way 
to make authority listen to us is to behave 
similarly. We have been too nice for too 
long." 

There is a superficially seductive logic 
in that argument which is dangerous in the 
extreme, and the very fact that such an 
argument can have any currency at all ref 
lects badly on senior nationalists who have 
encouraged it, obviously failing in the pro- 
cess to explain to many of our younger sup- 
porters the true nature of the ‘governing’ 
powers. I include myself in this indict- 
ment. 

The true fact is that any behaviour by 
nationalists similar to the violent behaviour 
of left- wingers and Blacks would result in 
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those nationalists being crushed unmerci- 
fully at the outset. Not for our kids the 
excuses of ‘deprivation’. Not for our kids 
the sympathetic write-ups in The Guardian 
and The Times, and certainly not for our 
kids the attention of drooling cabinet min- 
isters and the handing out of largesse. 

Should some of our youngsters ask: “Why 
not?” this would only demonstrate their 
lack of understanding of the facts of polit- 
ical life — which are that it is we who are 
regarded as the real threat to the establish- 
ment, we who are the real revolutionaries, 
we, and we alone, who are recognised as 
seriously intent upon making meaningful 
changes in society. 


POLITICAL ARM 


The police, in this country no less than 
in any others, and despite much propaganda 
and protestations to the contrary, are an 
arm of the political power. This is not- 
withstanding the fact that there are many 
fine men in their ranks, indeed that the 
great majority are good patriotic citizens. 
The task of the police is to enforce entirely 
political laws, such as the Race Relations 
Act and Public Order Act (I say ‘political’ 
in the sense that political motives were 
paramount in their introduction). 

And not only this, a vital prerequisite 
to advancement to the higher ranks of the 
police is a commitment to the fashionable 
liberal policy of ‘community policing’. 

In view of this, we would be very fool- 
ish indeed if we were to expect any overt 
support or sympathy from any reasonably 
high-ranking police officer. We must also 
bear in mind that any intelligent constable 
with ambition to get on in the force will 
certainly be aware of which side his bread 
is buttered in such matters, 

The question from our young supporters 
that we must be prepared to answer is: 
“What then should be our attitude towards 
authority which is unfairly biased against 
us?” 

The answer that we must give to that 
question is that our young folk must rem- 
ember first and foremost that those in auth- 
ority are a great deal more powerful than 
we are. 

We must also explain that the most vic- 
ious species of mankind, and the cruellest 
bully, is the thwarted liberal. It is quite 
impossible for a liberal to admit that he 
has been wrong. If he advocates multi- 
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In the July issue of the journal Excali- 
bur, an organ of the ‘National Front Cons- 
titutional Movement’, there appeared a 
report to the effect that Spearhead Editor 
and New National Front Chairman John 
Tyndall had been served with an order for 
bankruptcy on behalf of certain individuals 
representing the Excalibur Club and suppor- 
ting the NFCM. . This followed over a year 
in which representatives of the NFCM have 
been gleefully promising enquirers: “You 
wait — we're going to make Tyndall bank- 
rupt. That'll finish him!” 

In view of this report, it is perhaps app- 
ropriate that we should now inform our 
readers of the actual facts of this case. It 
is a case that should be examined by every- 
one interested in the causes of the present 
divisions that have wrecked the once strong 
and unified National Front, for it casts 
revealing light on the characters and mot- 
ivations on a number of the leading figures 
in those divisions. 

John Tyndall was found in contempt of 
court on January 24th 1980 and ordered to 
pay a fine of £200 and costs estimated later 
at £6, 414.64. He is quite unable to meet 
this liability and hence the bankruptcy 
order served upon him. His adversaries, 
having failed to defeat him politically, are 
now placing great hopes on their ability to 
ruin him financially and thus make his 
political work that much more difficult. 

This court verdict was the result of 
Mr. Tyndall's violation of a previous court 
order obliging him to give access to Excal- 
ibur House to certain persons previously 
barred from that building by order of the 
NF National Directorate. 


WARFARE 


As our readers will know, during 1979 a 
state of virtual warfare prevailed at Excal- 
ibur House as a result of the attempt of a 
faction then within the National Front and 
led by Andrew Fountaine and Paul Kavan- 
agh to take over control of the party. John 
Tyndall, then NF Chairman, was always 
the chief target of the disruptive activities 
of this faction. 

During the Summer of that year a num- 
ber of incidents had taken place on the 
premises which had led to the Directorate, 
on Mr. Tyndall’ s recommendation and also 
on the recommendation of NF Administrat- 
ion Officer Richard Verrall, taking discip- 
linary action against certain supporters of 
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THE BANKRUPTS TRY TO BANKRUPT TYNDALL 


the faction and having them barred from 
the building on grounds of security. 

They and their friends immediately 
retaliated by going to court and seeking an 
injunction against Mr. Tyndall and his 
agents (meaning colleagues on the Direct- 
orate) requiring them to rescind the bar and 
grant access to the building to the barred 
individuals and to any other individuals 
whom the faction wished to invite into the 
building. 

In any ordinary circumstances this app- 
lication would have been turned down by 
the court. The building was, as our read- 
ers will know, purchased by a company 
known as NF Properties Ltd. that had been 
set up by decision of the NF Directorate 
with the object of its serving as a commer- 
cial and profit-making wing of the party to 
be controlled by the party. The lawful and 
proper owner of Excalibur House was. of 
course the National Front — at least in the 
sense that it was supposed to have a control- 
ling share in NF Properties Ltd. and thus to 
be able to determine, by decision of its 
Directorate, all policies and actions en- 
gaged in by the company. This meant that 
the Directorate would be properly empow- 
ered to adjudicate on all matters pertaining 
to Excalibur House, including the question 
of which persons should be and should not be 
allowed into the building. 

By the Summer of 1979, however, it 
had been discovered that those officers 
who had been appointed by the Directorate 
to manage NF Properties Ltd. had in fact 
registered the company as an independent 
concern in no way subject to the control of 
the party — although they were using for 
its operations money that had been raised 
through the party and among supporters of 
the party. 

The Directorate had instituted legal 
proceedings against those who had taken 
control of the company with a view to ob- 
taining a court order requiring them to 
surrender that control back to the Director- 
ate. 


DELAY IN ENFORCEMENT 


There was, however, an unfortunately 
long delay in the bringing of this matter to 
court — in fact the matter was not resolved 
until April 1981 — and in the meantime ~ 
the Directorate was not able to enforce 
legally its control over NF Properties Ltd. 
and thus over Excalibur House. 


It was on the basis of this ownership and 
control not yet having been established by 
law that the injunction against Mr. Tyndall 
was granted, whereby he was obliged to 
admit to Excalibur House the persons whose 


.admittance was desired by the faction then 


controlling the company. 

The NF was in effect in the preposter- 
ous position of a man who is barred by law 
from deciding whom he wants to admit and 
whom he wants not to admit to his own 
house! 

Just before Christmas 1979 information 
came into Mr. Tyndall’s hands that the 
faction were planning to hold a Christmas 
party. during the holiday period and while 
the party was in progress effect a physical 
occupation of the building by means of the 
large numbers of their supporters present. 

Mr. Tyndall immediately placed this 
information before the NF Executive Coun- 
cil and obtained a decision by the Council 
that the building should be locked for the 
duration of the Christmas period and the ~ 
security guard present instructed to open it 
to no-one. This decision was subsequently 
endorsed by the NF Directorate at its next 
meeting and was in effect a collective dec- 
ision of the Directorate and not just a per- 
sonal decision of Mr. Tyndall. 

Nevertheless, Mr. Tyndall, as the sen- 
ior official of the party and the individual 
thus named in the previous court injunction, 
was the one who ran the personal risk of any 
liability that might result from this action 
in closing the building. This risk was taken 
in the call of duty to the party and assump- 
tion of obligation for its security. It was 
presumed at the time that the Directorate, 
by whose decision the action had been 
taken, would stand by Mr. Tyndall in any 
consequences that followed. 

The members of the faction duly arr- 
ived for their Christmas party and found 
themselves locked out of the building. 
Immediately after Christmas they went to 
court and applied for Mr. Tyndall to be 
found in contempt of the previous court 
order. This application was granted and 
Mr.- Tyndall received the previously stated 
fine and the bill for costs. He has thus 
incurred this burden in pursuit of no personal 
gain but solely in the act of carrying out 
his duty to his party. 

In the meantime the NF National Dir- 
ectorate has welshed on its obligation to 
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. 


underwrite the costs on Mr. Tyndall's 
behalf and has left him to pay the bill him- 
self. Mr. Richard Verrall has written on 
the Directorate’s behalf to Mr. Tyndall 
attempting to justify this by Mr. Tyndall's 
action in June 1980 of founding the New 
National Front, but the true fact is that in 
February of that year Mr. Verrall was al- 
ready seeking to lumber Mr. Tyndall with 
a large part of these costs by putting a res- 
olution to the Directorate that he should 
pay for the court proceedings extending to 
a second day. This was necessary by the 
fact of Mr. Tyndall not being present on 
the first day after being advised by the 
party's solicitor Philip Gegan that his pres- 
ence would not be necessary. Mr. Gegan 
subsequently denied having given this ad- 
vice. 

Mr. Tyndall is quite satisfied that it 
was the intention of the Directorate to 
evade its responsibility for these costs from 
the time that he resigned his Chairmanship 
over its failure to discipline Martin Webs- 
ter and before the New National Front was 
ever contemplated. 

In April of this year a court vesting 
order was made against those members of 
the Fountaine-Kavanagh faction requiring 


‘them to cede control of NF Properties Ltd. 


to trustees nominated by the NF Director- 
ate. This decision, if upheld, means that 
Mr. Tyndall in taking the action he did at 
the time of Christmas 1979 was doing so 
as the agent of the lawful owners of Excal- 
ibur House. 

In a matter of days after this vesting 
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Oyr- it believes in racial 


Magazine, though 


differences, opposes race-hatred. All those who 
should 


oppose multi-racialism attack the 
politicians who promote it, not the immigrants, 
who are merely its victims. 


order was made a fire was started at Excal- 
ibur House which resulted in damage to 


the building running to between £20,000 


and £30,000. Our latest information is 
that, although no-one has yet been char- 
ged in connection with this fire, the police 
are treating it as a case of arson. 

Readers will perhaps be able to apprec- 
iate the considerations of security which 
led Mr. Tyndall to have the building 
closed during the Christmas holiday of 
1979. 

Mr. Tyndall is currently obtaining legal 
advice on the possibility of an appeal out 
of time against the original verdict of the 
court whereby he was ordered to pay costs 
of £6, 414. 64 — the grounds for such an 
appeal being the new circumstances con- 
cerning ownership and control over the 
building created by the court vesting order 
of April 1981, with the fire on the premi- 
ses as possible additional evidence. Pend- 
ing this appeal, he has asked for the bank- 
ruptcy order made against him to be def- 
erred. There the case rests at this time. 

We end this report without concluding 
comment as we feel that this is perhaps 
superfluous. We only state that there is 
not a single fact or statement contained 
here which cannot be proved to be correct. 

Nationalists around Britain have wit- 
nessed with dismay the recent conflicts 
that have divided and gravely weakened 
the nationalist movement — without always 
being able to understand the inside events 
involved in that conflict and the personal- 
ities involved in those events. We hope 
that what we have related here will con- 
tribute to such an understanding. 


headache. 
| having to deal with the scruffy people who 
; are now in control. 
_ who calls himself Gordon Brown and his 

| assistants were the ones to raise the stand- 


WHY IS THE N.F. 
DIVIDED? 


“You are quite right in thinking that 
Candour is now independent of the National 
Front, which from its outset was one long 
I feel all the cleaner for not 


While the creature 


ard of revolt the moment I left the country, 
the real damage was done by the so-called 
‘loyalist’ Martin Webster, who is the nas- 
tiest piece of work I have ever encountered 

. he is just about the most unsavoury spe- 
cimen I have ever met in or out of polit- 
ics.” (A.K. Chesterton, NF Chairman 
1967-70, in two letters to a fellow nation- 
alist in August and September 1971). 


. Mr. Webster has always been found 
at or near the centre of every schismatic 
dispute in the NF, and in my opinion he is 
a standing handicap to the movement’ s 
unity, credibility and progress. (John 
O’Brien, NF Chairman 1971-72, in a letter 
to the Editor of Spearhead in May 1980). 


.. 1 have had to acknowledge the ex- 
istence of one particular running sore which 
stands out above all others and which, dir- 
ectly or indirectly, has had a bearing on an 
enormous portion of the divisions that have 
crippled our movement. This is the per- 
sonality and conduct of Martin Webster.” 
(John Tyndall, NF Chairman 1972-74 and 
1976-80, in Spearhead, June 1920) 
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SIR: Robert Cecil, Third Marquis of Salis- 
bury and three times Prime Minister of Brit- 
ain, was a Tory of a somewhat different 
breed to the precious plants who lead his 
party today. While perhaps not a national- 
ist as we understand the term, Lord Robert 
was a political.realist, as the following 
quote from October 1862 will establish:- 


“In a world where there are no political 
dangers, where discontent and discord 
and rebellion are unknown, where such 
a world is to be found, democracy may 
succeed. Probably no government 
would be better. But until we reach 
Utopia, opposing interests and clashing 
sentiments are certain from time to 
time to engender conflict, and a state 
must have a more tenacious organisation 
and abler rulers than democracy can | 
give it if it is to withstand the strain. 


If Lord Robert had in mind the reason- 
ably homogeneous Britain of the 1860s when 
he wrote these words, what would he have 
had to say about democracy in the Britain 
of the 1980s? 

M,. GOLDWATER 
Newton Abbot, Devon 


SIR: The result of the Warrington by-elec- 
tion means that we nationalists must expose 
the SDP with all our might. 

What are the Social Democrats? They 
are a union of all the very worst elements 
of socialism and monopoly capitalism. The 
records of Jenkins, Owen and Mrs. Williams 
prove this. All have worked hard against 
the interests of Britain. Jenkins did a lot of 
the groundwork that took us into the EEC, 
Owen helped the sell-out of Rhodesia and 
Mrs. Williams advanced the cause of com- 
prehensive schooling, the results of which 
we see in lower standards in both education 
and morals, 

Who is behind the SDP? Well, David 
Owen had a meeting with the Trilateral 
Commission on the very day the SDP was 
launched. There is also the fact that the 
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SDP has received a donation of £30,000 
from the Rowntree Trust. 

But why has the SDP been launched now 
Because millions of people are fed up with 
the old parties. The idea is to give the 
people a new party controlled by just the 
same forces as the old parties. 

D. SCOFFINS 
Barnsley, S. Yorks. 


SIR: Have you heard of the latest stunt the 
Government has tried to pull in its efforts to 
ingratiate itself with Britain's Blacks? Two 
young coloured footballers have obtained, 
through negotiation by the Manpower Serv- 
ices Commission, places on the staff of 
Luton Town F.C, All done with a blare of 
publicity to the effect that the Government 
was showing what it was resolved to do for 
the Black unemployed! 

The whole thing is of course just a gim- 
mick. All the leading football clubs have 
their scouts touring the whole country look- 
ing for young talent, and if these two had 
the ability one of the clubs would have 
signed them up anyway. Would Whites have 
got the same chance? I doubt it. 

L.T. DRIVER 
Birmingham 


SIR: I would like to draw the attention of 
your readers to David Irving’s new book 
entitled ‘Uprising’ and sub-titled ‘One nat- 
ion’s nightmare: Hungary 1956’. This 
work is a mine of information and should be 
read by all nationalists. 

Perhaps the best recommendation for 
the work comes from The New Statesman, 
whose reviewers greeted it with a pig s 
chorus of abuse and implied that it was 
‘anti-semitic . 

It is true that Irving's painstaking re- 
search does show that the prime cause of 
the Hungarian Revolution was the people's 
hatred of the Jewish thugs who ran the Hun- 
garian Communist Party at that time, and 
Irving remarks with a certain archness that 


other researchers have ignored this evidence. 


The book is expensive (£13.50) but 
readers should be able to obtain a copy 
from their public library, asI did by order- 
ing it. 

I suspect that we have not heard the last 
of ‘Uprising’ and that the left either will 
attempt to smear it off the literary map or 
make it one of those books that are very 
difficult to obtain. However,’ for the mom- 
ent David Irving is to be congratulated for a 
splendid piece of research and for treading 
where angels have feared to tread. Also 
Hodder & Stoughton should also be praised 
for having the courage to publish the result 
of his researches. 

Still on the subject of Communism in 
Hungary, I also recommend a two-volume 
work by Cecile Tormay published by Philip 


Alan in 1923 called ‘An outlaw’s diary’. 
This deals with the Communist take-over 
of Hungary in 1919 and will show how the 
same alien types, in this case Bela Kun 
and Co., tried unsuccessfully at that time 
to destroy the Hungarian nation during a 
brief period of red government. ‘An out- 
law’s diary’ is very difficult to obtain but 
can be found by diligent searching through 
second-hand bookshops. It is worth such a 
search, if only for a study of the portraits 
shown of the Communist leaders. Most of 
them have reptillian faces like something 
out of a nightmare of Hell. Truly those 
faces tell you all you need to know about 
the appeal of Communism! 
M. DWYER 
Newton Abbot, Devon 


SIR: I was a member of the old National 
Front from 1976 until last year and Secret- 
ary of Blackpool Branch from January 1979 
to November 1980. 

When the New National Front was first 
formed I could not have been counted 
among its supporters. It was my conviction 
that the only way to fight the homosexual 
element in the old Front was from within 
the party. 

It is only since that time that I have 
become aware of the true extent of corrupt- 
ness pervading the old NF’s governing body 
and why a fresh start had to be made. 

I am now joining the New National 
Front. 

I, CAMERON 
Blackpool, Lancs. 


SIR: I wish to support you and your brave 
effort to establish a respectable National 
Front. 

You should know thatI am a confirmed 
nationalist and belonged to the original NF 
You should also know that 1 gave my supp- 
ort to the Constitutional Movement on the 
understanding that the CM would rebuild a 
strong and respectable ‘new’ National 
Front. I am, however, now sadly disillus- 
ioned. 

It seems that the CM are now ashamed 
of their association with the National Front 
and are busily running away like frightened 
rabbits. 

I am applying to join the New National 
Front. 

J. DIXON 
Bexleyheath, Kent 


(Editor's note: We are publishing, with Mr. 
Dixon’s permission, part of his letter to 
NNF Head Office. From the tenor of the 
letter as a whole, it would seem that he is 
using the word ‘respectable’ in the context 
of what is morally clean and uncorrupted. 
The New NF has of course never sought, let 
alone expected to achieve, ‘respectability 
of the conventional political kind.) 


- 


Reproduced in abridged form with 
acknowledgements to: NATIONAL VAN- 
GUARD, Box 3535, Washington, D.C. 20007, 
U.S.A. 


A few years ago I was invited to speak 
to a group of students at a private, church- 
owned high school just outside the nation’s 
capital. It was a school where the tuition was 
high, and the students were from upper- 
middle-class homes: the sons and daughters 
of government officials, lawyers, and success- 
ful businessmen, the future leaders of 
America. They were nearly all White, but 
there was one Black in the class I addressed. 
And, as everywhere, there were a few Jews, 
despite the Christian orientation of the 
school. 

My pre-announced topic was “Why the 
White Race Must Survive,” and it was clear 
from the moment I walked in the door that 
the teacher had carefully coached his 
students how to react to the “White racist”: 
the lone Black, a hulking, dark-skinned male, 
was sitting in the front row beside a lovely 
blonde girl, and throughout my talk the two 
kissed and fondled one another, sneaking a 
grin at me every minute or so to see just how 
uncomfortable their behaviour was making 
me. The rest of the students and the teacher 
evidently thought they had been very clever 
in arranging this little performance for me. 

I got a grip on myself, and I gave my 
talk. I told those 17- and 18-year-old students 
a lot of things which regular readers of 
National Vanguard already know. I told 
them about racial differences in intelligence 
and in accomplishment. I talked about the 
historical track records of the different races. 
And I talked about the present and future 
dangers posed by uncontrolled immigration 
and by racial mixing. 

When I finished speaking there was a 
question-and-answer session. One of. those 
who stood up then didn’t ask a question; 
instead he made a long statement. It was to 
the effect that the White race doesn’t deserve 
to survive, because it has repressed and 
persecuted other races. Then he added that 
he was proud that he wasn’t White, but 
instead was Jewish. With that the rest of the 
class, virtually all White gentiles, gave the 
Jew a standing ovation. 


HARD THINKING 


If the aim of those students and that 
teacher was to make me feel bad, they 
succeeded. But they also made me do some 
hard thinking after I left. | hadn’t waved my 
arms, and I hadn’t shouted when I had 
spoken to the class. I was a_ university 


professor before I began speaking and 
writing about racial matters, and I had spoken 
to those high school students in a reasoned 
and dignified way. In thinking about it 
afterwards, however, it was clear to me that 
reason wasn’t what’ those students had 
needed. In fact, the teachers and the preachers 
at that school had pumped those White kids 
so full of guilt and brotherhood that they 
were quite beyond the reach of reason. 

Such a judgement about the limitations 


of reason was not new to me. But this time I - 


forced myself to sit down and think things 
all the way through. I confirmed some con- 
clusions I had reached long before, and | 
arrived at some new ones. All together, they 
were the following: 

First, there is and has been for several 
decades a conscious effort on the part of 
strong factions in the teaching establishment, 
the political establishment, and the news and 
entertainment establishment, all working in 
concert, to morally disarm White men and 
women: to ‘wipe out their sense of racial 
identity and racial pride, to fill the best of 
them with a confused notion of egalitarianism 
and of an obligation to lower the level of the 
White race while simultaneously raising up 
the lesser races of the world to the White 
level; and, through a campaign of ever-greater 
permissiveness, to drain away from the broad 
mass of White people whatever self-discipline 
and sense of responsibility they may have 
once possessed, reducing them to a self- 
centred, materialistic, | pleasure-seeking 
rabble. For at least some, though not all, of 
those involved in this effort the ultimate 
goal is nothing less than the physical destruc- 
tion of the White race, on a worldwide basis. 

Second, the effort is succeeding. Despite 
occasional swings in public opinion on certain 
issues, despite resurgences of traditionalism 
or patriotism or conservatism from time to 
time, the herd as a whole is clearly moving in 
the direction intended by the herdsmen in 
the media, the churches, the schools, and the 
government. And this conclusion remains as 
valid today, in the Reagan era, as it was then, 
in the Nixon era. 

Third, the principal reason the effort is 
succeeding is that the herd is fundamentally 
unhealthy. White people generally, and 
White Americans in particular, are suffering 
from a moral, spiritual, and physical debility 
which has very deep roots — roots which 
existed long before the present campaign of 
moral disarmament began. Centuries of bad 
values, of bad habits, of bad life-styles, of 
bad-social institutions, and of bad breeding 
are primarily responsible for the ease with 
which our enemies have herded us in the 
directions they want us to go. 


DAMAGE TO GROW WORSE 


Fourth, there is no reasonable expec- 
tation that any successful effort to halt these 
enemies and undo the damage they have 
already caused can be mounted any time soon. 
In fact, | became convinced then — and am 
even more convinced now — that the damage 
will continue to grow worse from year to 
year, no matter what we do to oppose it. 

| am convinced that non-White immig- 
rants will continue to flood across America’s 
borders while Mr. Reagan is president, just as 
they did under Mr. Carter, and that those 
already here — Blacks, Browns, and Yellows 
— will continue to outbreed Whites by a large 
margin, and that Whites will not take the 
necessary measures to prevent this happening. 

I am convinced that racial mixing will 
continue to grow more widespread; that 
even as the Federal government backs off 
half a step from forced bussing schemes here 
and there, the number of racially mixed 
couples — and racially mixed children — in 
America will become larger every year, 
regardless of how much propaganda against 
racial mixing we disseminate. 

] am convinced that homosexuality and 
drug abuse and street crime and political 
corruption and moral degeneracy of every 
other sort will continue to keep pace with 
these evils, no matter how far to the right 
the opinion polls and the election results 
swing in the future. 

And I am convinced that the eventual 
outcome of ail these things will be the 
destruction of Western civilization as we know 
it and of a very large portion of our race. 

I became convinced then and am even 
more convinced now that there is no group 
or organization or party or movement which 
can reverse the present course of history, 
halt the further decline of the Western world, 
and prevent a bloody cataclysm from 
engulfing us in the future. 

To many these conclusions might be 
depressing; they might seem pessimistic or 
defeatist. But the longer | thought about 
them the more certain | became that they 
are merely realistic and that, once accepted, 
need not be depressing at all. 

Because, in the long run, there are just 
two things which are really important, and 
they are, first, that, when the smoke has 
finally cleared after the coming cataclysm, the 
last battalion in the field be White; and, 
second, that it be a healthy battalion morally, 
spiritually, and racially. That is, what is 
important is that, no matter how many of us 
perish in the horror through which the world 


Contd. on page 20 


Page seventeen 


NNF apply tO March IN Pouce cuier 


FOLLOWING the appalling scenes of viol- 
- ence on the march through Toxteth, Liver- 
pool, organised last month by the Liverpool 
Eight Defence Committee, a group of com- 
munists and Black militants, the New Nat- 
ional Front has formally placed an applica- 
tion before Merseyside police for its own 
march to take place through the same area 
on September 19th. 

The purpose of this application is to 
put the Chief Constable of Merseyside on 
the spot. If he is to avoid a repetition of 


Toxtet 


PUT ON 
THE SPOT 


last month’s disorder, he must have the NNF NNF march is intended to be in support of 


march banned — as quite certainly it will 
be violently attacked by reds and Blacks if 
it takes place. However, such a ban on 
the NNF will underline his own failure of 
duty last month when he chose not to have 
a similar ban placed on the LEDC march. 
The LEDC march was directed against 
the police and led to 16 policemen being 
injured in attacks by the marchers. The 


the police and will be quite orderly. 

We wait to see whether the Chief Con- 
stable, after having allowed an anti-police 
march which he must have known would 
lead to violence, will now allow a pro-pol- 
ice march. If he does not, he will expose 
himself as operating a discriminatory policy 
of bans — in favour of Blacks and reds and 
against White patriots. 


THE RIOTS: NEW POSTER & LEAFLETS 


July’s race riots have amply vindicated 
what nationalists have been saying for years 
about the failure and the inherent danger of. 
the multi-racial society in Britain. To 
press home this truth the New National Front 
has brought out a new range of promotional 
material dealing with the recent racial 
trouble. 

One item is a poster saying ‘multi- 
racial Britain: the experiment that failed 
— Help us end it — join the New National 
Front.’ The poster is illustrated with a 
collage of some of the most dramatic riot 
photos which we featured on the front cover 
of the August Spearhead. For the poster the 


ANTI-ZION by W. Grimstad (£3. 60) 


ages on the activities of the Jews. 


ces. 
facts. 


chilling glimpse into the future. 
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AUSCHWITZ: TRUTH OR LIE? by Christopherson & Roeder (65p) 
An eye-witness report by a man who worked in this con- 
centration camp. Foreword by Manfred Roeder. 


BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM by Prof. W. George (£1. 20) 
This book outlines the biological basis of racial differen- 
It will confound Marxists and liberals alike with the 


CAMP OF THE SAINTS by Jean Raspail (£2. 60) 
A tale of the invasion of Europe by the teeming hordes of 
the Third World and the end of White Civilisation. A 


CHRISTIANITY AND THE SURVIVAL OF THE WEST by Revilo 
: P.- Oliver (£2. 30) 
An analysis of the rise and fall of Western Civilisation. 


CONTROVERSY OF ZION by Douglas Reed (£8) 
An extremely comprehensive study by a famous author of 


collage is enlarged in size and has a most 
startling effect. 

The poster can be obtained at 15p for 
10 copies (plus 153p postage); 65p for 50 
copies (plus 87p postage); £1.20 for 100 
copies (plus £1. 48 postage); £2. 40 for 200 
copies (plus £1.73 postage). 

The same photo collage in reduced size 
is used on a new leaflet that has been pro- 
duced as part of this range. On the other 
side of the leaflet is a personal message by 
NNF Leader John Tyndall stating how the 
riots imperil the future of Britain. This is a 
one-colour leaflet and is available at £3. 40 
per thousand with £1. 90 extra for postage. 


From: STEVEN BOOKS ., P.O. Box 112, London N22 6AW (ali prices include postage) 


Jewry around the world and throughout the ages. 
A collection of comments by leading figures through the 
DOENITZ AT NUREMBERG by K.H. Thompson & H. Strutz (£8) 
Previously unpublished views of 400 leading personalities 
in all walks of life on the ‘war crimes’ trials. 


acy theory. 


scene. 
ional Front. 


EVOLUTION HOAX EXPOSED, THE by A.N. Field (£2) 
Former title: ‘Why colleges breed communists’ . 
argued case by a very well known New Zealand patriot. 


FACING THE ABYSS by A. K, Chesterton (£1. 25) 
A review of the ‘state of play’ between the contestants 
for world power. Answers many questions on the conspir- 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS by A.K. Chesterton (£2.75) 

One of the really great books of the post-war nationalist 
A. K. Chesterton was the first leader of the Nat- 
Hard back edition. 


OUT OF STEP by Arnold Leese, M.R.C.V.S,. (£2. 50) 
Events in the life of an anti-Jewish camel doctor. 
autobiography that is a pleasure to read. 
after by Leese admirers. 


The NNF has produced another leaflet, 
this time-in two colours, which is to be ~ 
folded down the middle so that when it 
drops on the householder’s mat the word 
‘Warning!’ appears against a stark red 
background. On the other side is a riot pic- 
ture and a similar brief message on the 
riots, concluding, as does the other leaflet, 
with a‘call for repatriation. 

This leaflet is available at £3.20 per 
thousand with £1. 43 extra for postage. 

This new promotional material can be 
ordered from the New National Front by 
sending cash with order to: PO Box 115, 
Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 


A well 


An 
Much sought 


Correction 


In last month’s issue we stated that 
among the several groups that affiliated 
themselves to the New NF in July there was 
included the Redhill & Reigate group of the 
old National Front. 

This statement was made on the basis of 
information given to us by a representative 
of another group which did come over to 
the New NF. Our informant has subsequent- 
ly told us that this information turned out to 
be incorrect and that the group mentioned, 
after considering affiliation with the New 
NF, decided to stay for the time being with 
the old Front. 

Accordingly we withdraw our statement, 
which was made in good faith. 


WIN A T.V. SET! 


Greenwich Branch of the New National 
Front will be holding a Christmas raffle on 
Wednesday, December 9th. There are 
only 100 tickets, which have been especi- 
ally printed for this raffle. 

The winner’s prize is a brand new, fully 
guaranteed 12-inch B plus W mains port- 
able TV set. This set is ideal for use as a 
second TV inthe home. It has excellent 
reception and a conversion lead for 12 volt 
car use and an earplug supplied for private 
listening. 

Tickets for the raffle are £1 each and 
can be obtained from Greenwich Branch 
Organiser Terry Fitzgerald, 3 Collyer 
House, Hurst Place Estate, Woolwich Road, 


PUBLIC RALLY - LONDON - SEPTEMBER 5th 
Theme:— 


WHITES UNITE OR GO UNDER! 


Main speaker: JOHN TYNDALL 


Assemble for redirection: Forecourt of Charing Cross 
Main Line Station, W.C.2. 2.45-3.30 p.m. 


ORGANISED BY THE NEW NATIONAL FRONT 


THE NEW NATIONAL FRONT will be stag- 


‘| ing a public rally in London on Saturday, 


September Sth, as announced above. We 
hope that all our readers in the London 
area and around will try to attend this 
event, which should be a rousing affair. 
The rally follows an internal party con- 
ference which will be held on the same day 


at an earlier time. Although only party 


SOUTH WESTERN Activities Organiser for 
the New National Front Derek Merry, who 
was mainly responsible for the magnificent 
rally in Plymouth in July, has been reported 
to the Director of Public Prosecutions with 
the recommendation that he be charged 
with ‘racial incitement’ under the Race 
Relations Act as a result of words he used in 
his speech at the rally. 

The words in question: “If they’re 
Black, send them back!” were deemed to 
be a contravention of the Act by the local 
police, but it is of course up to the DPP to 


members are eligible to attend the confer- 
ence, all will be welcome to come to the 
rally afterwards. 

The theme of the rally will be similar 
to that of the highly successful rally in Lon- 
don in July: the importance of all White 
patriots uniting forces to fight the evils of 
multi-racialism and Black rioting. We 
hope to see you there! 


Derek Merry reported to DPP 


decide whether there are grounds for a 
charge. The majority of such cases that 
have been put before the Director's depart- 
ment have not resulted in prosecution 
because of insufficient evidence. 

It is almost certain that the decision to 
ask for prosecution of Derek Merry on 
behalf of the Devon & Cornwall police was 
made by the Chief Constable for the area, 
Mr. Alderson, a well known liberal and 
hater of nationalists. 

We will inform our readers if anything 
more transpires concerning this case. 


London SE2 OAJ. 


FLAGS — FLAGS — FLAGS 
Send stamp for list. W. Brown, 20 Sutton 
Way, Heston, Middlesex TW5 OJA. 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


Spearhead, in this difficult period for British Nationalism, has only 
been kept alive by the loyalty of its most steadfast readers and by the 
generosity of particular supporters who have made sacrifices from out of 
their own pockets to help us continue in print. 

Many former readers have felt unable to renew their subscriptions 
because of unemployment and the consequent need for financial economies. 
We have also had to sustain considerable losses in bulk sales as a result of 
the present division among British Nationalist groups. 

These factors have made us all the more dependent upon the donations 
we can obtain from our small circle of committed loyalists. We can only 
ask that those in this circle maintain their contributions in the coming 
months and that others who have not previously donated beyond paying 
the bare price of their copies now try to do so. This is essential if we are 
to continue in publication. 

We remind all those making financial donations that it is not our custom 
to send receipts automatically except far sums of £10 or over. This is in order 
to save the time of our office staff and economise on postage. If, however, 
any donor of less than £10 should desire confirmation that their donation 
has been received, would they please enclose an S.A.E. with the donation. 

All contributions should be sent to Spearhead, 52 Westbourne Villas, 
Hove, Sussex. 


Read NEW FRONTIER 


Voice of the New National Front 


You can obtain single copies of New Frontier 
by paying a subscription of £3.25 for 12 
issues (for subscribers in the British Isles). 
For subscribers overseas the rate is £3.75 for 
12 issues (surface mail). 

If you wish to obtain New Frontier in 
bulk for redistribution, the rates are: — 


10 copies £1.20 + 30p post 

25 copies £2.70 + 87p post 

50 copies £4.80 + £1.43 post 
100 copies £8.40 +£1.73 post 
150 copies £11.70 + £1.90 post 
200 copies £14.40 + £2.05 post 
300 copies £19.80 + £2.35 post 
400 copies £24.00 + £2.55 post 
500 copies £29.40 ) Bulk rates 

1,000 copies £55.20 ) by roadline 


All cheques or postal. orders should be 
made out to New Frontier, PO Box 115, 
Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. Please keep orders 
and enquiries for New Frontier totally 
separate from other correspondence in order 
to avoid delay and confusion. 
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WHEN THE LAW GOES TOO FAR 
(Contd. from page 13) 


racialism and multi-racialism is proved to 
have failed, then the fault cannot be that 
‘of the liberal himself but must be that of 
those who have proved the failure. They 
become the scapegoat. 

This is the explanation of the position 
that I suggest we should offer to our youth. 
Youth, however, needs more than just an 
explanation. Youth needs a method of 
dealing with the invidious situations in 
which it finds itself. 


STAY WITHIN THE LAW 


The principle that I suggest is as foll- 
ows: Always try to stay within the law. 
With ‘catch-all’ laws like the Public Order 
Act this is of course not always possible. 
Mr. Lynn stayed within the law but was 
still arrested. However, do not get carried 
away with indignation at the sight of an 
injustice inflicted upon a fellow nationalist. 
If you do, you are only running the risk of 
getting arrested yourself — and that will do 
your fellow nationalist no good. You will 
do far more good if you remain calm, take 
the offending officer's number and then 
offer yourself as a witness, either when your 
friend is charged or when he makes an off- 
icial complaint, whichever the case may 
be. 

It is my belief that a strong additional 
reason for the apparent preference of some 
police officers for arresting or harrassing our 
people rather than left-wing activists is 
simply that such a course of action is likely 
to cause them much less trouble. It is al- 
most unnatural for a nationalist, strong and 
independent individuals as most of them 
are, to complain through official channels 
about a policeman. Yet I dare bet that you 
would search long and hard for a.left- wing 
activists who did not know, and was not 
prepared to use, the police official com- © 
plaints procedure. 

This is not to suggest that nationalists 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: 
P.O. BOX 115 
HOVE 

E. SUSSEX BN3 3SB 


(Tel. 0273 777540) 
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ought to indulge in frivolous complaints, as 
so often happens with leftists. If, however, 
a police officer is rude or insulting it is the 
duty of a nationalist to complain in the 
proper and official manner. 

I believe that most policemen are dec- 
ent fellows. It would, however, be idle to 
pretend that the degeneration of manners 
which afflicts our society as a whole has 
left the police force untouched, and when 
we come across abusiveness, insulting beh- 
aviour or inappropriate language by a police 
officer we have only two choices. We can 
either accept it as a sign of our times, or 
we can complain aboutit. In no way can 
we pretend that it hasn’t happened. 

If we decide, asI submit we should, to 
complain about it we must do it sensibly. 
To indulge in a heated argument on the 
spot would only ensure that one more nat- 
ionalist had a hefty fine to pay for some 
‘catch-all’ offence. The proper way is to 
bite one’s tongue at the time, then as soon 
as possible go to another police station (not 
the one whose officers have been involved 
in the exercise concerned) and ask for the 
official leaflet ‘Complaints against the 
police’, which they will give to you. If 
you have any difficulty in the framing of 
your complaint ask your local organiser or 
some other senior party official, who should 
be able to help. 

You cannot expect by this method to 
change the whole attitude of the police 
force (or at least those members of it whose 
attitudes we want to change) overnight. It 
is rather doubtful indeed if your complaint 
will succeed — very few do. Nevertheless 
senior police officers do not like policemen 
who are frequently the subject of complaints 
and individual policemen are well aware of 
this fact. It may well serve as a deterrent 
to future bullying. 

An official complaint is in any case the 
only weapon that we have at present against 
the odd establishment bully boy and toady 
who does find his way into the force, and, 
always provided the complaint is justified, 
we would be very foolish not to use that 
weapon. 


Find out about the New National Front 


Tyndall on tape 


NNF Recordings have produced the 
first of a series of tapes dealing with 
topics of interest to nationalists. On 
this tape are two recorded talks by 
John Tyndall, each lasting 45 minutes. 
The talks are:— 


(1) OUR ANGLO-SAXON HERITAGE. In 
this talk Tyndall speaks of the world- 


wide dispersion of the British peoples 
and their present lack of unity in the 
face of a common threat to their 
survival. He stipulates what the Anglo- 
Saxons must do to recover their once 
pre-eminent poisition. 

BRITAIN’S ECONOMIC CRISIS: In 
this talk Tyndall attacks the policies 
that have made 2 million unemployed 
and outlines the nationalist solution put 
forward by the New National Front. - 


This tape, entitled Tyndall Speaks, is 
available from NNF Recordings, Box 
115, Hove, Sussex BN3 3SB. Price: 
£3.00 (plus 15p for postage). 


THE LAST BATTALION 


(Contd. from page 17) 


must pass, and no matter how far the race as 
a whole sinks into degeneracy, a few must 
survive and come out on top, so that re- 
building can begin, and those few must 
incorporate in themselves not only the best 
racial values but also the best moral values. 
They must rebuild on a sound basis and in 
the right direction and not repeat the errors 
which have put us in our present predicament. 

Having reached the conclusions stated 
above, I thought about what I — or any 
other reasonable White person — ought to do 
about them. What I finally decided is that 
there needed to be a raising of our sights, 
that we needed to take a much longer view 
of things than we had so far and begin making 
some very long-range preparations. I decided 
that it was time to start organizing that last 
battalion — or, at least, the cadre which 
would make its organization possible. 
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